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AUSTIN 

As a practical matter, what 
form will the conflict over the 
Democrats’ presidential nom- 
ination and state party control 
take during and after the May 
7th precinct conventions? It 
appears to the Observer that 
no one is very sure of the 
answers and that the party 
conventions this and next 
month will be open and 
fluid. 

The six resolutions the lib- 
eral Democrats of Texas Clubs 
are sponsoring for the pre- 
cinct conventions include at 
least three on which some pos- 
sible mis-step by Senator 
Johnson's forces or Governor 
Daniel’s could precipitate a 
bolting delegation to Los An- 
geles. These are the proposed 
party loyalty requirement for 
party officers and national 
convention delegates; a sec- 
ond term for national commit- 
tee woman Mrs. R. D. Ran- 
dolph; and the honoring of 
congressional district caucus 
nominations for party offi- 
cers and the national. delega- 
tion. 

At the same time, forces 
who do not favor Johnson for 
the nomination, in precincts 
which they control, may be 
expected to take positions of 
“affirmative opposition,” that 
is, to advocate, not only pol- 
icy resolutions stressing party 
loyalty and favoring liberal 
party officers, but also to ad- 
vocate such candidates as Ad- 
lai Stevenson or John Ken- 
nedy or to send uninstructed 
delegations to the state con- 
vention. 





The Shape of Contest 


Johnson’s forces are devot- 
ing their energies—in coalition 
with the supporters of Gov. 
Price Daniel—to pass, at the 
precinct level, a single reso- 
lution designating Johnson 
chairman of the Texas delega- 
tion, pledging “unceasing ef- 
forts to secure his nomination 
and election,” and calling for 
a unit rule on the delegation. 
Although the Johnson position 
opposes taking stands for or 
against other resolutions at 
the precinct level, issues may 
be forced to a roll call vote 
on the state convention floor 
in June on which Johnson's 
delegations will have to be 
counted. 

Freedom in Action delega- 
tions—such as may come from 
Dallas and other cities—are 
cool toward Johnson, but also 
toward the D.O.T.C., and are 
therefore in a position to bar- 
gain with either group against 
the other. 

Only one thing is clear: that 
to take part in the precinct 
conventions of the Democrats, 
voters must have voted in the 
Democratic primaries of the 
same day. This will leave the 
Democratic precincts to the 
Democratic voters, in accord- 
ance with the 1959 party regis- 
tration law. J. Ed Connally, 
chairman of the state Dermo- 
cratic executive committee, 
said that many inquiries had 
been received by S.D.EC. 
from people who wanted to 
vote Democratic and attend 
Republican precinct conven- 
tions, but, he said, this can- 
not be done any more under 
the new state law. 











We will serve no 
group or party but 
will hew hard to the 
truth as we find it 
and the right as we 
Seg, it. 
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Saturday’s Decisions 


AUSTIN 


Politicians’ nervousness 
about the Saturday primary 
is caused principally by the 
possibility of a light turn-out. 
When the legislature, to ac- 
commodate Senator Johnson’s 
timing, moved the primary 
from summer to spring, they 
ran cross-grain against the 
people’s voting habits, and 
there is speculation that many 
of the state’s 2,700,000 quali- 
fied voters may not quite be- 
lieve there is an election Sat- 
urday. 

Compounding this new factor is 
another: the new state party reg- 
istration law which will tend to 
keep Republicans out of the Dem- 
ocratic primary by requiring that 
the word “Democrat” be stamped 
on the poll taxes of voters in the 
Saturday primary and making 
such voting pre-requisite to par- 
ticipation in the Democratic pre- 
cinct conventions also to be held 
Saturday. 

Since the general effect of a 
light turn-out is to reduce the 
incumbents’ advantage and to in- 
crease the proportional import- 
ance of hard blocs of voters, Gov. 
Price Daniel is urging a large 
turn-out, and Lt. Gov. Ben Ram- 
sey has a similar stake in the size 
of the vote. Ramsey has another 
worry: the “x” factor in the name 
of his challenger, Don Yarborough, 
the young Houston attorney. 

Atty. Gen. Will Wilson and 
Speaker Waggoner Carr, giving up 
the amenities, have been landing 
haymakers on each other for a 
couple of weeks. Whether Carr has 
gained enough on Wilson to cause 
a runoff (the third man being 





TIPRO HEARS PRICE PLAN 


International price - pre ao 
for oil and a public relations 
program aimed at the great 
U.S. urban population centers 
were proposed in principal 
speeches here this week dur- 
ing the convention of the 
Texas Independent Producers 
and Royalty Owners’ Assn. 

Abdulla H. Tariki, director gen- 
eral of petroleum affairs in Saudi 
Arabia and a former University 
of Texas student, proposed the 
“international oil proration” plan 
to prevent waste, conserve oil, and 
accomplish “the stabilization of 
the markets, or, if you will, the 
control of prices.” 

Texas and US. oil proration has 
the effect of controlling oil prices, 
but neither the laws establishing 
these production controls nor the 
Texas Railroad Commission which 
administers them in this state ac- 
knowledge that they have price in 
view. 

Tariki said his world-wide pro- 
duction control plan would be in- 
tended to prevent “unnatural and 
unnecessary” price drops due to 
overproduction, not to accomplish 
“monopolistic control of the mar- 
ket.” He would have nations di- 
vide up the market and produce 
their allotted portion of the oil, 
thus “establishing a means of 
avoiding damaging competition.” 

In another key speech, Eugene 
Miller, associate editor of Business 
Week Magazine, gave the oilmen 
some blunt “images” of them- 





selves and told them what he 
thinks they are doing wrong in 
PR. 

Though the industry has spent 
$100 million improving its PR the 
last ten years, he said, the public 
still thinks it is “composed of 
cartels and monopolies,” saturated 
with “price fixing and collusion.” 

“The public feels that oilmen 


are on the receiving end of one 


of the greatest swindles ever per- 
petrated on the public—namely 
the depletion allowance,” Miller 
continued. 

“That the oil industry will use 
every trick in the book—lying, 
cheating, bribing, and all sorts of 
unethical practices—to win their 
way. 

“That the independents particu- 
larly are a stupid bunch of ultra- 
conservative, semi-illiterate, 
boastful, swaggering clouts who 
spend all their time either riding 
in one of their fleet of Cadillacs 
or swigging bourbon at a bar. 

“And I'd say thése results aren't 
too good considering the $100 mil- 
lion expenditure.” 

The magazine executive said the 
depletion allowance is in jeop- 
ardy from one year to the next, 
“and whenever the team of Sena- 
tor Lyndon Johnson and Sam Ray- 
burn no longer is around, it may 
be in more serious trouble.” The 
Justice Dept. uses oil as its “chief 
whipping boy,” and the current 


‘investigation of the Federal Pow- 


er Commission will make the oil 
industry “wish the hearings were 





never held,” Miller said. 

He explained the industry’s PR 
problem as one of too many 
spokesmen, and therefore “no 
voice”; too much effort concen- 
trated in major producing areas 
like Texas and Oklahoma, so that 
the industry “has been largely 
talkiwg to-~-itself’’; and failure to 
communicate with those who dis- 
agree with the industry and are 
written off as “radicals, left-wing- 
ers, or ultra-liberals.” 

“There has been a lack of con- 
centration in areas like New York, 
Detroit, Chicago, where there are 
plenty of important newspapers, 
magazines, radio and TV stations, 
book publishers, and opinion 
molders. . .. Labor union leaders, 
for example, have been ignored 
generally.” 

Lloyd Unsell, director of infor- 
mation, Independent Petroleum 
Assn. of America, argued, on the 
other hand, that the industry has 
“exceptionally good public rela- 
tions.” 

There are 52 special oil writers 
on “oil country newspapers,” plus 
wire service writers, ial cor- 
respondents, and 25 business edi- 
tors who devote much of their 
time to oil, he said. He figured 
that the salaries, ink, type, and 
paper devoted to covering the oil 
industry in US. dailies totals 
about $770,000 a year. “I don’t be- 
lieve you can show me another 


‘industry that is more favored with 


favorable efforts on the part of 
(Continued on Page 2) 





Bob Looney of Austin), the 
tabulations can say. 
One factor which should tend 
increase the total vote: 
many intense local races. In all 
nine state senators have been 
challenged, and six of the Texas 
congressmen; there are 105 con 
tested races for seats in the House 
of Representatives. With Jack 
Cox campaigning against Daniel 
on a platform of a general sales 
tax, interest in the legislative 
campaign may be higher thar 
usual. 

The increase in business finan¢ 
ing and business candidates noted 
in the Observer over a period of 
weeks has been further specified 
by Brian Spinks in the Houstor 
Post, who found that at least 
of the conservative candidates for 
precinct chairman in Houston car 
be classified as management en 
ployees of Sheffield Steel, an 
other nine, of Humble Oil & Re 
fining Co., and others, of Gulf Oi 
Company, Texas Company, A. O 
Smith Corp., Tennessee Gas, Dia 
mond Alkali, Brown & Root, Lub 
rizol Corp., and Sohio Petroleun 
Corp. This increase in busines in 
terest in Houston politics is ex 
pected to result in the highest 
business participation there since 
1952, Spinks said. 

Three of the congressional races 
have caused active local interest 
Rev. Bill Crook’s challenge of 
Rep. John Dowdy, Athens; Dudley 
Dougherty’s challenge to Rep 
John Young, Corpus Christi; and 
Sen. Bill Moore’s challenge 
Rep. Olin Teague, College Station 

Close outcomes are expected in 
these Texas Senate races: Sen 
William Fly, Victoria, vs. Bill Pat 
man, Ganado; Sen. Henry Gon 
zalez, San Antonio, vs. three or 
ponents; Sen. Bill Wood, Tyle 
vs. Galloway Calhoun, Jr., Tyler 
Reps. Jim Bates, Edinburg, op 
posing Sen. Hubert Hudson 
Brownsville, and J. C. (Zeke 
Zbranek, Liberty, opposing Sen 
Neveille Colson, Navasota, 
originally given chances to wir 


only 


to 


were 





OPPOSED BY A PROF 


Kilgore 


(With this article the Observer 
concludes a special series by our 
Washington correspondents, 
and Anne Lewis, on Texas incum 
bent congressmen facing chal 
lenges at the polls. For the Ot 
server’s editorial judgment on 
this phase of the elections, please 
see page 4.—Ed.) 

WASHINGTON 

This spring a veteran poli 
tician and a college professor 
are seeking to represent the 
13-county 15th congressional 
district. 

So far, most of the politick- 
ing has come from the profes 
sor. The politician, for the 
most part, has viewed the 
campaign from his Washing- 
ton office. 

The race is only the third con 
tested primary that Joe Kilgore 
has faced since he jumped 
politics back in 1946. It is 
first venture into politics for his 
opponent, Dr. John E. Westburg, 
a political science professor at 
Pan American College at Edin 
burg. 

Westburg, a political newcomer 





Jake 


into 


the 


much has been heard from 
heir contests. 


the Daniel and Cox 


Daniel and Jack Cox were 
g no quarter as the campaign 
en them ended. 
x continued*to play to lib- 
by blasting Daniel for his 
take two liberal choices 
r the state Democratic executive 
ttee in 1958. He would al- 
caucus nominees, Cox 
nised Democrats. 
el declared that “Every dol- 
f the deficit can be traced to 
» in oil allowables.” 
legislators, led by Scott 
ald of Fort Worth, charged 
niel did the legislature an 
when he said lobbyists 
i a majority of the legisla- 
fail to enact a program in 
legislators, Reps. Joe 
Mexia, and George Hin- 
eola, charged that Cox 
obbyist in 1959, and regis- 
rec s such. 
Cannon and Hinson charged that 
other lobbyists for the gas pipe- 
aided by ex-Gov. Shivers, 
who is now in the gas pipeline 
want to repeal Daniel’s 
gas pipeline tax and “put all the 
taxes on the salaried people of 
this state through a general sales | 
tax.” 


Sal to 


seat 


ines 


business,” 


having fielded Daniel's 
that his intimation Daniel 
an income tax is “a wild 
i” by saying he was only 
at Daniel’s “secret tax 
called the charge he was 
“a mis-statement of 
Like more than 5,000 other 
ns under the Daniel lobbyist 
he had had to register as 
bbyist in order to testify, he 


bbyist 


state TV, Cox repeated ear- 
statements that Daniel has 
en the Fifth Amendment on his 
‘secret tax program; he is 
ng business away from Tex- 
the AFL-CIO has endorsed 
Daniel and a state income 
‘ontinued on Page 2) 





Studied 


n campaigning on a plat- 
favoring federal aid to edu- 
1, a $1.25 minimum wage “for 
store clerks and farm work- 


; be 
> Det 


as well as for others,” and 
verthrow of “Border politi- 
08S (His speech for a 
nimum wage was published in 
Observer Feb. 19.) 
A 4l-year-old newcomer to the 
alley, Westberg holds five 
i degree from the Univer- 
of South Carolina and 
California in foreign 
vice and political science. He 
now an associate professor of 
y and government in Pan 
rican College in Edinburg. 
gore grants he voted for Ei- 
hower in 1952, but points out 
at he refused to allow his name 
be cross filed on the Republi- 
ticket in Hidalgo County. He 
i that it is less likely that there 
| be any such switch to a Re- 
u candidate this year, 
but it will depend on the nomi- 


nees 


ithern 


piican 


Kilgore, like the other mem- 
of the Texas delegation in 
(Continued on Page 3) 


ers 








JAILING, ROPE-OFFS, 
SHOVINGS IN SIT-INS 


AUSTIN 

An itinerant preacher for inte- 
gration was carried bodily to jail 
in East Texas; students distributed 
thousands of leaflets urging a 
boycott of a huge Texas store and 
arrayed themselves in front of 
entrances to its eating places; in 
the state capital, sit-ins started as 
a community commission formed; 
that is to say, the Texas demon- 
strations for the integration of 


lunch counters continued in 
strength. 
Meanwhile, the Dallas school 


board voted to integrate one grade 
a year, with liberal transfer poli- 
cies, starting in September, 1961, 
provided the voters of Dallas 
County have by that time voted 
in favor of integrating. If they 
have not done so, the board’s plan 
—produced under court order— 
provides that the integration will 
start the September after they do 
so vote. Submitted to the federal 
district judge in Dallas, T. Whit- 
field Davidson, the proposed Dal- 
las accommodation to the Supreme 
Court’s 1954 school decision can 
be accepted, rejected, or accepted 
but modified by, the court. 

The board also officially advo- 
cated more signatures (25,000 had 
been collected) on petitions to call 
the integration election. 

The itinerant minister, Rev. 
Ashton Jones, 63, of Los Angeles, 
the same man who, with an aged 
Negro, sought and obtained serv- 
ice at three Dallas lunch-counters 
earlier last week, journeyed to 
Marshall and spoke one night to 
about 70 students at Wiley Col- 
lege, the Negro college whose stu- 
dents joined students from Bishop 
College in Marshall in the recent 
demonstrations there. 

When city and county officials 
went to the campus the next day 
to arrest Jones on a charge of 
vagrancy, he lay down on the 
grass and refused to go. They 
carried him bodily to a car, bodily 
into the courthouse, and presum- 
ably, bodily into jail, where, on 
a charge of “vagrancy” and $1,200 
bond, he was still residing early 
this week. He had announced his 
intention of proceeding from Mar- 
shall to Jackson, Miss., but his 
arrest delayed his progress. 





President T. W. Cole of Wiley 
College, Marshall, has “termin- 
ated” the contracts of all members 
of the faculty, staff, and admin- 
istration of Wiley College as of 
June 1, 1960, the Observer has 
learned. Dean G. T. Ridgel said 
upon inquiry that Cole—who is 
in Denver—explained that there 
were to be some renovations to 
two buildings during the summer, 
and 12-month contracts were thus 
closed out early. “That was the 
extent of the explanation in the 
letter from him,” Ridgel said. Rid- 
gel added that the president said 
he would consult with persons 
relative to September contracts 
upon his return from Denver. 
There was some alarm among the 
faculty that the student sit-in 
movement might bear on this 
development. 





He told reporters that he was a 
preacher for the Church of All 
Humanity and had been arrested 
17 times before for protesting the 
sit-ins. Assistant district attorney 
Don Rives was quoted stating that 
his passive resistance to arrest 
was so great, he would not even 
open his eyes when being ques- 
tioned. 

George Holmes, one of the 
Wiley students who participated 
in the tumultuous Marshall sit- 
ins, stated to the Observer from 
Marshall that one officer kicked 
Rev. Jones as he was carried off 
the campus. United Press Inter- 
national quoted an unidentified 
former police officer as telling the 
minister that if he left the cam- 





pus, the former officer would 
whip him and run him out of 
town. 

The “Marshall sit-ins have 
stopped; the court cases are pro- 
ceeding. 


In the Capital 


After many preliminary meet- 
ings; conferences between repre- 
sentatives of the Austin Commis- 
sion on Human Relations, the Ne- 
gro community, and downtown 
merchants; a day of demonstrat- 
ing in protest of lunch-counter 
segregation in downtown Austin; 
the formation, with Mayor Tom 
Miller’s blessing, of an _ inter- 
racial committee headed by for- 
mer Texas Associate Justice W. 
St. John Garwood, and his plea 
for a delay in the sit-ins until 
something could be worked out; 
and leaks to the press that the 
150 to 200 students would sit-in 
Saturday, they changed plans and 
did so last Friday, and then again 
Saturday. 

Although there were some shov- 
ings and abuse, the community’s 
reactions were generally quiet. In 
general the stores did not ac- 
quiesce. A few Negroes were 
served, but when larger groups 
sought service, they were re- 
fused. Bray and Jordan Pharma- 
cies, which have lunch counters, 
announced they would serve Ne- 
groes hereafter. 

The students—who come from 
St. Edward’s, a Catholic Univer- 
sity; Huston-Tillotson, a Negro 
college; Episcopal and Presby- 
terian seminaries in Austin; the 
University of Texas, and all four 
Austin high schools—decided to 
delegate to their policy committee 
the decision when to sit in again, 
to avoid leaks to the press. 

One reason for the shift in the 
timing of the original sit-ins last 
week was reports of hostile count- 
er-developments which reached 
the students. 

The Quakers of Austin issued 
this statement: “The Friends 
Meeting of Austin (Quakers) feels 
moved to express its support of 
current non-violent efforts to re- 
move artificial barriers between 
children of God. We believe in the 
dignity and worth of every person 
and in a society which provides 
equality of opportunity. There- 
fore, we are in sypmpathy with 
those who take non-violent action 
to secure equal treatment for all 
regardless of race, creed, or color.” 

Meanwhile, The Daily Texan, 
student newspaper at the Univer- 
sity, reported that two Negro girls 
were among six students who were 
asked to leave the serving line in 
the cafeteria of a University girls’ 
dormitory, underscoring the Uni- 
versity’s still-official policy of 
dorm cafeteria segregation. 


The Joske’s Hold-Out 

In San Antonio, the Joske’s sit- 
uation worsened, but groups of 
students from San Antonio Col- 
lege, St. Phillips Junior College, 
Trinity University, and Our Lady 
of the Lake said they would con- 
tinue appearing indefinitely at the 
store’s twd eating places barred 
to Negroes. Meanwhile, store em- 
ployees acknowledged that busi- 
ness was suffering at the two 
counters—and presumably also 
at the basement cafeteria which 
was integrated as a concession 
from the hold-out store. 

An NAACP spokesman said 20,- 
000 “I Have Quit Joske’s” tags 
have been printed and more or- 
dered. 

Ropes were placed across the 
entrances to the two dining rooms 
barred to Negroes; they were re- 
moved to permit whites to enter 
and leave. The presence of demon- 
strators arrayed across these en- 
trances tended to discourage pat- 
ronage, and was so intended. 


Decisio ‘ 

(Continued from Page 1) 
tax, and “I wonder if there could 
be any connection between these 
two.” 

Daniel took to state TV to say 
that Saturday the people will show 
they resent “the highly financed 
campaign of vengeance which is 
being waged against me by a few 
fs pipeline lobbyists because of 
my fight to make their companies 
pay a fair share of the tax burden 
in this state . . . A small but rich 
segment of the gas pipeline lobby 
wants to get rid of this tax.” In- 
stead, he said, it should be in- 
creased. 

Daniel said his opponents’ fig- 
ures on the state deficit have in- 
volved “chargés which are just 
as phony as the $36 doorknobs 
which later turned out to cost 
only $3.65.” 

Cox asked Daniel to deny that 
his own state campaign manager 
is a “paid lobbyist for various spe- 
cial interests.” 


Other Races 

Lt. Gov. Ramsey again advocated 
that a two-thirds majority in each 
legislative house be required for 
passage of any tax bill. He said 
this would prevent minorities from 
imposing taxes on the people and 
separate essential from non-essen- 
tial spending. He also warned 
against “inexperienced” candi- 
dates. 

Yarborough predicted he would 
win by 50,000 votes; said Ramsey 
“tried to saddle the people of 
Texas with a general sales tax” 
(which Ramsey says he is 
against); expressed the belief the 
state’s fiscal answer “lies in great- 
er state economy, not in greater 
taxes’; proclaimed growing sup- 
port for oil independents; criti- 
cized what he called lack of demo- 
cracy in the Senate, and said Tex- 
ans do not like one man to hold 
a powerful office “for a life- 
time.” 

Wilson threw rough charges 
about Carr’s backing. “The peo- 
ple who want the rackets to re- 
turn to Galveston are for Carr,” he 
said. Carr said if elected he will 
see if some of the veterans’ fraud 
cases he blames Wilson for not 
prosecuting can be revived. Wil- 
son said Carr had been mud-sling- 
ing. Carr said all Wilson ever 
talked about in his campaigns is 
“who was putting up money 
against him.” The third candidate, 
Looney, charged that both Wilson 
and Carr ‘have blindfolds fur- 
nished them by corporation 
bosses.’ 





TIPRO 


(Continued from Page 1) 
sO many newspapers,” he argued. 
“Is this a picture of an industry 
without friends?” 

TIPRO favors freeing “inde- 
pendent producers and royalty 
owners from utility-type federal 
controls” and this year started a 
drive for this limited-purpose leg- 
islation. Some “industry spokes- 
men” -had represented to the gov- 
ernment that “the industry” was 
resigned to federal control, the 
gas committee of TIPRO said, 
calling these statements “misrep- 
resentations.” 

In_ state taxation last. year, 
TIPRO said, independents had to 
face “an unmistakeable division 
of opinion within segments of the 
oil and gas industry. Spokesmen 
for certain segments, primarily 
some natural gas pipeline compa- 
nies, readily agreed on proposed 
increases in the state’s gas pro- 
duction tax rate in order to avoid 
a ‘severance beneficiary’ pipeline 
tax. This .. . precipitated an in- 
dustry split, with TIPRO reject- 
ing widespread pleas to ‘go along’ 





with another production tax.” 





Last-Week Politics: 
Reports, Endorsements 


Reports of polls on the lieu- 

tenant governor’s race give 
Don Yarborough an even chance 
to win—one says he is running 
neck and neck with Ben Ram- 
sey; another that he leads Ram- 
sey in Dallas and Houston. 


Waggoner Carr’s emphasis 

for his final week of cam- 
paigning against Will Wilson for 
attorney general included a ‘ques- 
tioning whether Wilson promised 
labor anything about the “agency 
shop” in return for endorsement. 
Jerry Holleman, president of 
Texas AFL-CIO, said there were 
no promises, and he added, when 
labor supported Carr for Speaker, 
Carr had promised to be fair, and 
did not keep that promise 





Political Intelligence 





Gov. Daniel took two iden- 

tical full-page ads in the 
May teachers’ magazine, Texas 
Outlook, arguing for his re-elec- 
tion and reproducing a Texas State 
Teachers’ Assn. distinguished serv- 
ive award to him ... Waggoner 
Carr has a full-page ad in the 
same issue, saying his single vote 
in 1959 broke a tie to provide $30 
million a year to the minimum 
foundation fund . .. Ben Ramsey’s 
ad in the same issue says he favors 
“better pay for teachers.” 


The admittedly close contest 
between Congressman John 
Dowdy and Rev. Bill Crook be- 
came closer when the Jackson- 
ville Daily Progress endorsed 
Crook, explaining that “Dowdy 
would make an ideal nominee of 
the Republican Party” . . . Crook, 
whose “image” has been moderate, 
told the Star-Telegram, however: 
“I’m an East Texan on civil rights 
...1 believe in states’ rights... 
I believe centralization of govern- 
ment can be harmful . . . I believe 
there should be some way of car- 
rying on a school program with- 
out federal aid ...I am not ina 
position to say about the Su- 
preme Court.” 
Ww Spending reports in the Har- 
ris County legislative races 
indicate the conservatives are fi- 
nanced about two-and-a-half to 
one better than the liberals. Mean- 
while, a spokesman for Texas 
Manufacturers’ Assn. said 200,000 
copies of a ticket bearing the 
names of the conservative legisla- 
tive candidates and Lt. Gov. Ben 
Ramsey are being used. 
rod Ten thousand copies of a 
Latin-American Civic Action 
Committee bulletin boosting Don 
Yarborough for lieutenant gover- 
nor and picturing him with Sen. 
Henry Gonzalez, San Antonio, 
have also been distributed in 
Houston. 
w Friends of Sen. Gonzalez are 
predicting he will defeat his 
three opponents for re-election 
without a runoff; other observ- 
ers believe he will finish in a 
runoff with ex-Sen. “Ozzie” Lati- 
mer, although Rep. R. L. (Bob) 
Strickland is conceded a chance 
to make a runoff... 
Fd The general sales tax is the 
raw nerve in the legislative 
campaigns. El Paso Herald-Post 
,endorsed the opponent of Rep. 
John E. Blaine, saying Blaine has 
stated a sales tax is the only fiscal 
solution. Blaine retorted hotly he 
voted against the sales tax and 
would again. 
REA co-ops have been work- 
ing diligently at the local 
level for candidates who agree to 
support their legislation permit- 
ting them to continue serving cus- 
tomers in annexed areas which 
were previously rural. This influ- 
ence is expected to have a liberal- 
izing tendency on the 1961 legisla- 
ture. 





Sen. Ralph Yarborough got 
himself into two local races. 
First, Yarborough said in his 
weekly newsletter that his Cold 
War GI Bill of Rights— passed by 
the Senate—was being unduly de- 
layed in Rep. Olin Teague’s House 
committee. (He added he did not 
mean to get into Teague’s race 
with Sen. Bill Moore, though 
Moore is an old friend.) Then Yar- 
borough slammed an FCC com- 
missioner, R. E. Lee, for an FCC 
ruling denying equal time to the 
legislative opponent of Rep. Jack 
Woods, who does the weather 
broadcasts on KWTX-TV in Waco. 
Houston Post oil columnist 
Jim Clark, teeing off on an- 
other publicized oilman’s party 
as bad public relations, had this 
advice for oilmen: “The very best 
way for the industry to cope with 
the problem .. . would be for the 
real oilmen to just not to do busi- 
ness with the show-offs. That 
would assure their going broke a 
litle faster.” 
i“ Carter Wesley, editor, Hous- 
ton Informer, slams _ Sen. 
Lyndon Johnson as “the buckler 
and shield of the Southern segre- 
gationists.” 
i“ The Corpus Christi Caller- 
Times argues that party loy- 
alty resolutions binding all Texas 
national convention delegates to 
Los Angeles to support the Demo- 
cratic nominees, whoever, are es- 
sential if a bolt by loyalists to 
Los Angeles is to be avoided. 
The Dallas Times-Herald en- 
dorsed Will Wilson, Ben 
Ramsey, and Price Daniel, in that 
order. The Fort Worth Star-Tele- 
gram has been editorializing vig- 
orously for Jack Cox. (The Star- 
Telegram has endorsed the general 
sales tax, also.) El Paso Herald- 
Post proposed the promotion of 
Judge Robert W. Calvert to the 
Chief Justiceship. 
vod Paul Thompson, San Antonio 
News columnist, has been 
gigging Bexar County tax asses- 
sor-collector P. E. Dickison (who 
has an opponent for re-election) 
for bizarre discrepancies in the 
county tax roll valuations, such 
as lots purchased for $29,500 on 
the rolls for $80. 
E. M. Stevens, San Antonio 
loan and insurance firm of- 
ficer, sued the government and 
won the right to deduct $176 worth 
of hats he bought for legislators 
in 1951-1953; but the government 
would not let him deduct the $525 
he spent to fly the then Secretary 
of State Ben Shepperd on a hunt- 
ing trip. 
Charlotte C. Keatts, presi- 
dent, Tarrant ‘County Demo- 
cratic Women’s Club, wrote the 
Fort Worth Press asking why 
Jack Cox, a candidate in the Dem- 
ocratic primary, made a campaign 
speech before the Fort Worth 
chapter of Pro-America, whose 
constitution begins with a belief 
in “the tenets and policies of the 
Republican Party.” 
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Kilgore, A Fiscal Conservative 


(Continued from Page 1) 

the House, is supporting Lyndon 
Johnson for the 1960 Democratic 
nomination. He said that Johnson 
has a great deal of “latent popu- 
lar support, and has a good chance 
unless Kennedy emerges quickly 
with a sweep.” 

In 1958, Kilgore endorsed and 
campaigned for William A. Blak- 
ley in his race against Sen. Ralph 
Yarborough. 

Kilgore, who survived a bitter 
contest with Hubert Hudson in 
1954 to win the seat, has done 
little campaigning this year. He 
appeared at a dedication of a 
civic center at McAllen recently 
and appeared to help dedicate the 
new airport in Harlingen last 
weekend. These apparently will 
be his major appearances. 


Basically Conservative 

Essentially the contest is a race 
between a conservative and a lib- 
eral. 

Kilgore declines to apply a def- 
inite political label to himself, 
but describes his philosophy as 
“probably conservative in fiscal 
matters, and liberal in human 
areas.” His overall voting record 
reflects strong conservatism. 

Only once on the Americans for 
Democratic Action chart for 1959 
does a plus sign appear by his 
name. On this occasion he voted 
against barring direct Treasury 
financing for public housing in 
urban renewal. 

Eight other times the ADA 
marked him minus on important 
legislation. He voted to recommit 
a bill allowing the TVA to sell 
revenue bonds, against admission 
of Hawaii, against foreign aid, 
and against establishing a food 
distribution plan for needy per- 
sons in the United States. 

Kilgore scores only slightly bet- 
ter on the liberal chart in earlier 
years. The ADA scored him right 
twice in 1958, once in 1957, three 
times in 1956, and five times in 
1955 (11 “right” votes out of 38 
votes counted.) 

The McAllen congressman vot- 
ed for the Landrum-Griffin bill 
in 1959 and admits it will hurt 
him “with some, but not all, of 
organized labor.” He said he was 
placed on Jimmy Hoffa’s so- 
called “purge list” because of his 
vote, but he said he believes this 
is advantageous in South Texas. 
He said he believes that a great 
majority of the people in the 
Lower Rio Grande Valley were 
in favor of the bill. 

He does not view the bill as 
“union-busting” and said organ- 
ized labor will be stronger be- 
cause of it. “It will take the 
racketeering out of labor, and 
make it more vitalized and ac- 
ceptable to the public,” he said. 

Kilgore is noncommittal on an- 
other important labor question— 
the minimum wage. He said he 
would have “to take a look” when 
the bill comes up. As far as the 
migrant farm laborer is con- 
cerned, Kilgore was “hesitant” to 
see the minimum wage extended 
to this area and said, “I don’t 
plan now to vote for it.” 

He reasoned that the small to 
medium land owner “has not been 
making money,” and if the land 
owners had to pay the dollar-an- 
hour minimum wage, “we would 
see an intensification of the move 
toward mechanization of farm 
work.” 

Kilgore, that 


however, said 


‘something should be done for the 


plight of the nation’s migratory 
labor force. He said that in the 
Valley there just isn’t enough 
year-round employment to keep 
the migrant labor there. 

He said he is not too happy 
with the bracero program but 
that it is necessary under present 
conditions of Valley farming. He 
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foresees the ‘bracero eventually 
fading out of the picture as farm- 
ing becomes more mechanized 
and as the citrus industry grows, 
thus providing more year-round 
employment for the domestic la- 
bor force. 

He listed a couple of reasons 
why the bracero program is not 
advantageous: “The money the 
braceros make is not spent in the 
Valley, but goes back to Mexico. 
Also, it creates great problems in 
education and other areas for our 
domestic migrants.” 


Leery of Federal Aid 


Kilgore’s views vary as to how 
much federal assistance is needed 
for the migratory workers. He 
states that the federal goyernment, 
under interstate commerce, 
should regulate transportation 
standards. Housing and public 
welfare programs he sees as es- 
sentially state functions. He said 
he had not yet studied the pro- 
posals for crew leader registra- 
tion. 

Kilgore generally has opposed 
federal aid to education; he said 
he would delay a decision on this 
year’s bill until he has talked to 
the Texas Education Agency and 
the people in his school districts. 


House bill to provide loans to 
college and graduate students. He 
has opposed federal aid to fed- 
erally impacted areas. 

He said that his stand on fed- 
eral aid to education is part of a 
philosophy that he applies gen- 
erally to areas of federal appro- 
priations: “I would be as reluc- 
tant as is reasonably consistent 
with good thinking to add any 
areas of federal responsibility. I 
look with considerable caution on 
any new federal aid.” 


Favors 1954 Decision 


Kilgore is not listed among the 
leaders in the fight for civil 
rights, but he takes a more lib- 
eral stand than most of his Texas 
colleagues. 

“I haven’t voted for all of the 
civil rights bills that have come 
up, but I have voted for all those 
that passed,” he said. His votes 
for civil rights include the 1957 
bill, the extension of the Civil 
Rights Commission in 1959, and 
this year’s voting rights bill. 

Asked about the 1954 Supreme 
Court decision on school deseg- 
regation, Kilgore said that “the 
court couldn’t have reached any 
other decision.” Virtually all of 
his district has wholly integrated 
its schools without any problem. 





He voted against the last school 
construction bill in 1957. In 1958 
he voted to recommit (kill) a 





Kilgore said that the declining 
farm income is evidence that 





something is wrong with U.S 
farm policies, but he does blame 
all of them on the Administration 
He offers no specifie solutions 
but suggests direct subsidies in 
place of the commodity credit 
program, particularly for cotton 


One of the big projects in Kil- 
gore’s district is the proposed 
Amistad Dam on the Rio Grande 
River. Kilgore now foresees that 
the dam will be authorized in a 
form “that will be reasonably ac 
ceptable to the whole district.’ 
(The REA co-ops have protested 
that as proposed, the dam's elec 
tric power would be turned over 
to Central Power and Light Co.) 


“If the Amistad Dam is ap- 
proved, we will have done almost 
everything that can be done for 
conservation along the Rio 
Grande,” he said. “Great strides 
also have been made in rehabilita 
tion loans for water districts.” 


He also listed improvements at 
the Agricultural Research Center 
at Weslaco, port improvements at 
Brownsville and Port Mansfield 
and airport developments as ac 
complishments of his congression 
al career. 

Kilgore believes that the cu 
rent proposal of the Secretary of 
Interior for an 88-mile Padre Is 
land national seashore area 
“would please everyone,” but he 
expects the final length of the 





Mr. Jones Has 


MARSHALL 

The last time my dear friend 
Ham Lowe assumed the armed 
harness of misguided Macbeth in 
the lists against me was in the 
early forties that saw the replace- 
ment of a Supreme Court judge 
by Gordon Simpson. The court 
needed new blood then as badly 
as now—and got it. Mr. Dooley’s 
celebrated conclusion that the 
national Supreme Court follows 
the election returns was well-il- 
lustrated for years thereafter. 

We are not in such deadly em- 
brace today; for Ham’s candidate 
can’t lose. At worst, he will hold 
his present seat on the court, and 
at best (for him) will move over 
a seat or so on the same court 
at the same salary. Here lies the 
distinction between the desires of 
Judge Robert G. Hughes to be 
promoted from his present posi- 
tion, and the efforts of his op- 
ponent to keep a new member out 
of the club—a club that should 
not operate as smoothly as de- 
picted, and one in which Judge 
Calvert distinctly does not have 
the “wholehearted support of his 
Associate Justices,” in at least 
one respect. (This, Ham can learn 
by polling its present member- 
ship.) 

As Ham says, an earlier resigna- 
tion by Judge Calvert would have 
brought an appointment, but only 
to the time of the general elec- 
tion at which the appointee would 
have had to enter the lists. As it 
is, should Calvert win, the ap- 
pointee will have two years to 
acquire a tenure of office, before 
standing for election. I have no 
crystal ball to tell me whom the 
Governor may put on the court; 
but have learned to expect the 
worst, and am _ seldom _ disap- 
pointed. 

May I demur to the charge that 
my approach is negative; destruc- 
tive, yes, but not negative. Con- 
stant readers of the Observer 
neither desire nor read pieces 
done in the manner of Norman 
Vincent Peale. Their eyes do not 
roll heavenward when the main 
handle on the Chamber of Com- 
merce exhorts them to “sell your 
hammer and buy a horn.” 

The subject of my alleged nega- 
tivism might be dropped with 
the remark that I invited defense 
of specific attitudes of the Judge, 





and none has been forthcoming. 
The answer has been one of con- 
fession and avoidance. A few 
opinions, it is argued, may be 
chosen to tarnish an angel. Are 
many needed, when they show: 
encouragement of notorious care- 
lessness, with the burden of neg- 
ativing it on the injured; a harsh- 
er and more technical rule against 
victims of negligence than against 
any other suitors; and the treat- 
ing of jury verdicts with the 
suspicion that jurors are not as 
honest as the Courts? Even one 
decision may forever characterize 
its author, witness Dred Scott 
and Baker v. Bolton (1808). The 
adoption by the American courts 
of the ridiculous position in the 
latter that recovery could be had 
for personal injuries but not for 
death, gave rise to the unfounded 
legend that this was the reason 
passengers in pullman berths rode 
with their heads to the front. 
“Also that fire axes in railroad 
coaches were provided to enable 
the conductor to deal efficiently 
with those who were merely in- 
jured.”_(Prosser, Torts, 2d ed., p. 
710). 

More apt than Ham’s closing 
quote are these from the lips of 
the troubled Lady Macbeth: “Out 
damned spot!—The thane of Fife 
had a wife; where is she now?— 
all the perfumes of Arabia will 
not sweeten this little hand.”’ 


ONETHELESS, an answer to 
the challenge to elucidate on 
the opinions of Judge Hughes: 

Perhaps “his most outstanding 
trait is that of independence of 
thought and action, with a strong 
affinity for reasonable results 
that make for simplicity in judi- 
cial proceedings. He never takes 
an artificial or expedient course 
if it cannot be justified within his 
conception of logic, reason, and 
policy. 

In May of 1954, and before the 
press disclosed the unhappy situa- 
tion in the Texas Insurance De- 
partment in the early fifties, a 
praiseworthy effort of the state 
liquidator to assess policy holders 
of an insolvent insurance com- 
pany was considered by the Aus- 
tin Court of Civil Appeals. In a 
concurring opinion, Judge Hughes 
spelled out in great detail what 
he properly termed the Ponzi-like 





the Last 


financial. manipulations of the 
company, its conception in fraud, 
employment of a member of the 
legislature as counsel, and the 
tender treatment of the company 
on official appraisal when an 
evaluation of a building at $436, 
000 was not questioned; although 
the company had bought it on 
credit for $100,000 a short whilk 
before. 

It was the hand of 
Hughes, again in 1954 when the 
stand may not have been popular 
that struck down as unconstitu 
tional the Texas law against 
racially mixed boxing exhibitions 
It was not that his conclusion on 
constitutionality was not amply 
justified, but it was one of the 
relatively few decisions from Tex 
as civil courts that extended the 
protection of the Fourteenth 
Amendment to citizens other than 
corporations. Nevertheless, it is 
refreshing to read an opinior 
that so clearly states that equal 
protection of the laws means just 
that. 


Judge 


O INSTANCES of his respect 

for the jury system, as op 
posed to the view of the Supreme 
Court, may be given. The injured 
victim of an automobile accident 
lost his case because one juror 
misled others to believe that 
verdict for the victim would 
amount to convicting the other 
party of “malicious murder.” Ré« 
luctantly, Judge Hughes reversed 
the case. On appeal, the Texas 
Supreme Court reversed Judge 
Hughes, giving this glimpse of 
the variance between its concep 
tion of trial by jury and that of 
Judge Hughes: 

“Throughout the development 
of our present method of jury sub 
mission, the emphasis has been 
placed upon the use of a form of 
charge which will satisfy certair 
legal requirements, including sep 
arate submission of each relevant 
and ultimate issue, proper placing 
of burden of proof, avoiding cor 
ments on the weight of the evi 
dence, concealment from the jury 
of the legal effect of their an-| 
swers, the use of definitions | 
and instructions which are techni- 
cally correct from a legal stand- 
point. The clarity of the charge 
from the standpoint of the jury | 
has occupied a subordinate role.” 





Rep. Joe Kilgore 


to be between 55 and 88 
miles. He favors a road the length 
of the island. “It can be built on 
the Laguna side and still leave 
the island in its native state,” he 


area 


said 

Kilgore and Rep. John Young 
f Corpus Christi have _ intro- 
duced companion bills on Padre 
Island. Although they do not des- 
Padre Island as a park, 
call for a park on the Gulf 
and one each on the At- 
and Pacific Coasts. Padre 
Island is the only one of the Gulf 
that has been surveyed and rec- 


ignate 
they 
Coast 


lantic 


partment, 


JAKE AND ANNE LEWIS 


285 S.W 
added.) 

In short, Judge Hughes does not 
subscribe to the odious doctrine 
of judicial concealment and sub- 
ordination of clarity in presenta- 
tion of a case to a jury, and the 
Supreme Court does. 

In 1958, Judge Hughes con- 
curred with Judge Archer in ap- 
plying the same rule to a trial 
judge for measuring a_ verdict 
as being so big as to show passion 
or improper motive in a jury as 
had been applied to appeals 
judges. This rule was that unless 
the verdict was out of the bounds 
of reason, and such as to suggest 
improper motive, the courts should 
not molest it. 

In 1959 the Supreme Court re- 
versed, erecting a different stand- 
ard for the appellate courts in re- 
viewing a verdict that had been re- 
duced by a trial judge than would 
be applied to a verdict that had 
not been ordered reduced. If the 
trial court lopped money off the 
award, the appeals court could 
look only to his action, and unless 
it was manifestly unjust, had to 
uphold it. If he had not cut the 
amount, a different rule would 
apply, and the appeals court could 

t reduce the verdict unless it 
appeared to be unreasonable on 
its face. In the one instance, the 
presumption would favor the 
justice of the unreduced verdict; 
in the other, the presumption 
would favor the reduction made. 





2d 364, 367, emphasis 


HAVE SOUGHT to project the 

judicial philosophy of Judge 
Hughes against that of his op- 
ponent within the space limita- 
tions. It will not do to spread the 
protecting cloak of unanimous de- 
ision over the pronouncements in 
which Judge Calvert has joined. 
In instances of favoring one class 
»f litigants over another, for ex- 
ample, no amount of singleness of 
judicial purpose can excuse a 
concurrence. Rather, the short- 
comings of the individual are em- 
phasized by the fact that he did 
not stand’ alone, if necessary, 
against such a perversion of judi- 
cial principles. 

And so, Macbeth, Birnham Wood 
has again come to Dunsinane, and 
may the blade of Macduff “fall on 
vulnerable crests.” 


—FRANKLIN JONES 





Let those flatter who fear, it is not an American art.—]EFFERSON 





Bac ae Congressm en 


The sober, informed series of arti- 
cles from Washington by our corre- 
spondents there, Jake and Anne 
Lewis, on the Texas congréssmen 
challenged for re-election should con- 
vince us we have let our House dele- 
gation fall into backwoods provincial- 
ism. 

As a general matter, the Texas con- 
gressmen have been voting against 
foreign aid at a time when the United 
States is slipping in world prestige all 
around the world. They are failing the 
American mission, the diffusion of 
liberty and opportunity in the world, 
and resistance to tyrants. 

They take a strictly know-nothing 
approach to federal aid to education 
(“We don’t need none of your fed- 
eral money—we got schools good 
enough for us, see?) and were re- 
sponsible as a unanimous group in 
1957 for the defeat of federal assist- 
ance to the states for classroom con- 
struction. 

In June, 1957, when a $14 million 
appropriation was proposed merely to 
launch federal flood insurance eon- 
trol, even though Texas badly needs 

. such a program, the proposal was de- 
feated in the House because 16 Texas 
Democrats voted no. 

In 1959 the key test vote was 215- 
200 for the labor-hobbling Landrum- 
Griffin bill. Seventeen Texas Con- 
gressmen voted yes, causing it to pass. 

With few exceptions, the Texans 
in the House are more Republican 
than they are Democratic. 

Texas voters are responsible for 


sending such men to Washington, and 
then for paying no attention to what 
they do there. 

But there is also a mitigating irre- 
sponsibility. Generally speaking, the 
Texas daily press pays no attention, 
erratic attention, or incoherent atten- 
tion to Texans in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Some of- them might 
as well be on secret assignment for 
all their district’s dailies attend. 


We would not go further and in- 
trude our judgment into the area 
races: local voters best know local 
candidates. But there is a general 
symptom of the spirit animating the 
Texas delegation in the fact that Rep. 
Teague introduced a bill on March 
14, 1960, to provide that “lawful ex- 
penditures for legislative purposes 
shall be allowed as deductions from 
gross income.” Teague would exempt 
from income taxation “expenses. . . 
in supporting or opposing or other- 
wise influencing legislation in the Con- 
gress or in a state legislature or in the 
legislative body of a county or other 
local governmental agency or in any 
spbmission of proposed legislation to 
the voters.” 


Can we believe our eyes? Here is 
a Texas congressman proposing that 
the taxpayers subsidize the corpora- 
tions’ lobbying expenditures. 

The only repair for this kind “of 
political representation in Washington 
is steadier attention by the voters and 
more responsible performance by the 


daily newspapers. 


bh» * Simplest Qu estion 


Voters Saturday choose, in general, 
between gubernatorial and legislative 
candidates who want to tax baby’s 
shoes (the general sales tax) and 
candidates who want to tax the inter- 
state gas pipelines. To be sure, this is 
much too simple, as are most political 
generalizations, but it is the ethical 
essence of the situation. 

Behind the sales tax lurk many 
other illiberal attitudes. For in- 
stance, John Hinds, director of public 


relations for the Texas Manufactur- 
ers’ Assn., (which advocates the sales 
tax,) said in a speech to the Optimist 
Club in Houston April 7 that a “some- 
thing for nothing attitude” is respon- 
sible for such federal programs as 
“financial aid to the aged, minimum 
wage laws, and unemployment com- 
pensation.” 

If these adamant rightists won con- 
trol of the legislature or the Gover- 
nor’s Mansion, we could expect a pe- 
riod of severe anti-social reaction. 


Gh State Killings 


Gov. Daniel takes quite a mushy 
position on capital punishment (see 
last issue), but it amounts to his ad- 
vocacy of contmued state killings. Ben 
Ramsey, taking the same position, at 
least does so with a one-syllable an- 
swer .as sudden as the electricity he 
approves the state shooting through 
people’s bodies. Don Yarborough is 
open-minded and would consider abo- 
lition. 

John Spiller, a candidate for district 
attorney in Houston, has had the bold 
integrity to annouce that he opposes 
the death penalty and would not ask 
for it as district attorney. In 1959, he 
says, there were 124 murders in Har- 
ris County and three death penalties. 
“The victims of the other killings are 
just as dead. Where are you going 
to draw the line?” Quoting the St. 
Louis Post-Dispatch, he said figures 
show the murder rate has decreased in 
states where the death penalty has 
been abolished. Then, he said, you 
have the question of defendants too 
poor to hire good lawyers, while “Let 
a millionaire kill his partner, and he 
gets off with a five-year suspended 
sentence because he has the means to 
hire a good lawyer.” 


With capital offenses fewer in every 
state where the death penalty has been 
abolished, and with the Baptist, Meth- 
odist, and Episcopal churches on rec- 
ord against killing by the state, Spil- 
ler believes he is supported by sound 
penal and moral theory. 


Spiller similarly takes a concerned, 
responsible attitude toward prosecu- 
tions, pointing out that the bass ethics 
say that the primary duty of a prose- 
cutor is not to convict but to see that 
justice is done and that he should not 
secrete witnesses capable of egstab- 
lishing the innocence of the accused. 
Spiller also advocates a public defend- 
er for Houston. 


This appearance of a conscience 
more concerned with humane justice 
than courtroom histrionics on the local 
level is an extremely good sign for 
the development of more civilized jus- 
tice in Texas. We believe a similar 
concern informs the District Attorney 
of Tarrant County. Bloodthirstiness 
persists among some of the people, 
many yellow newspapers still cry out 
for vengeance, shock turns quick to 
hate; perhaps, however, the relevant 
debate has begun among us. 
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‘Minor Transgressions’ 


WASHINGTON 

Let me confess at the outset that 
of the three weekly newsmagazines, 
I find Time the best written and most 
interesting. I read it regularly. It’s 
lively, provocative, and often amusing. 

But like many other publications it 
sometimes suffers from illusions of 
grandeur. This man is its candidate; 
that man is its devil. Let’s give this 
guy a boost; knock off someone else. 

The April 25 issue of Time (the one 
with Lyndon B. Johnson on the cover) 
seems to be a case in point. The edi- 
tors have veered from straight -cover- 
age in their attempts to influence the 
readers’ thoughts. 

Does Time try to influence you? If 
so, how does it? 

Well, let’s start at the beginning of 
the April 25 issue with the publisher’s 
letter signed by James A, Linen. This 
particular letter tells how Time has 
carried cover stories on most of the 
leading presidential candidates. It 
reels off the names of the Democrats 
in matter-of-fact fashion. 

But then comes the name of Rich- 


‘ard Nixon, and along with it a de- 


scriptive phrase. In contrast to the 
plain and unadorned Democrats, Pub- 
lisher Linen writes of Nixon’s 
“Krushchev-arguing visit to Moscow” 
last summer. So Nixon is just a bit 
better, perhaps even a little more 
American than the others, several of 
whom also happen to have met Mr. K. 

Or examine the cover story itself. 
The editors pick this period, when 


40 : 


The Texas Public _Employees’ 
Assn., which we have previously con- 
demned for failure to represent its 
members on the issue, has now for- 
mally asked the state hospitals board 
to institute a 40-hour week. Employ- 
ees in the mental hospitals now work 
44 hours; this is one major reason for 
dissatisfaction and high turnover in 
the state system. It is particularly dif- 
ficult to get nurses who will work 
these longer hours. T.P.E.A. was told 
that it would cost the state perhaps $2 
million to make the change, which 





.means that mental hospital employees 


have been chiseled out of that much 
every year. We commend the T.P.E.A. 
on their stand and trust they will car- 
ry the fight to the legislature. 


pre-convention maneuvering is reach- 
ing a high pitch, to tell us about the 
politician from Texas. Sens. Syming- 
ton, Kennedy, and Humphrey were 
handled earlier when interest was less 
intense. Adlai Stevenson’s career was | 
last reviewed on July 16, 1956. 

Among politicians some might be 
suspicious enough to believe this is 
a build-up for Johnson; the reader 
can judge that for himself. Certainly 
of all the Democratic hopefuls there 
is general agreement the one man 
Nixon can handily’beat is Johnson. 

But how do the editors describe 
Johnson? To them he is “the dean of 
the school of legislative experience” 
with a “special claim on a reputation 
for national responsibility . . .”” What's 
the basis for this claim? That he has 
gotten along with the Republican ad- 
ministration and raised no quarrel- 
some issues, whether in defense, for- 
eign affairs, or the domestic economy. 

Certainly that was pleasant for the 
Republicans. But is that the standard 
by which the Democrats will pick 
their candidate? 

The magazine takes care of that 
question, too, in Time fashion. There 
is a “legend, well cultivated by North- 
ern liberals, that Johnson’s Southern 
blood is laced with Bourbon conserva- 
tism. The legend is untrue and unfair, 
as a scrutiny of his voting record re- 
veals.” He is only slightly to the right 
of Kennedy, Symington, and Hum- 
phrey, the editors tell us. 

Then, apparently unmindful of 
what they are saying, they go on: 

“He has always upheld his oil-rich 
constituents, voting to give the tide- 
lands to the states, and steadfastly 
opposing any attempts to cut oil and 
natural gas depletion allowances—but 
no Texas politician in his right mind 
would do otherwise. In 1958, he op- 
posed a school construction grant, and 
in 1959 he voted to continue expense 
account tax deductions.” 

I'll pass up comment on the expense 
account deductions, which is hardly 
a major issue. But to Time the oppo- 
sition to school construction and the 
tidelands vote were “minor transgres- 
sions.” 

The article may not tell us too 
much about LBJ but it certainly tells 
a lot about the Editors of Time. I 
wonder what they consider major 
transgressions for a Democrat who 
insists he is a “liberal”? 

Rosert G. Spivack 





REPLACING RAMSEY WITH YARBOROUGH 


AUSTIN 

For ten years Ben Ramsey has 
short-circuited democratic procedures 
in the Texas Senate on behalf of his 
big business lobbyist friends like Ed 
Clark, Andrew Howsley, and Joe 
James. 

Exactly how has he done this? 

1. He appoints the committees. A 
senator who has spoken against him 
for re-election or who had the temer- 
ity to run against him gets shunted off 
to the peanut oil committee. The mem- 
bers of “the team”— that is, Ramsey’s 
big-oil, big-utility, big-insurance team 
—are named to all the important com- 
mittees. The State Affairs Committee 
is stacked completely with “the team.” 

2. All legislation Ramsey wants 
given “the treatment” goes to the 
deep-freeze committees. It’s never 
heard from again on the Senate floor, 
because it’s not reported back for pas- 
sage. 

3. If, then, a majority of the Sen- 
ate wants to cross a Ramsey commit- 
tee and insist on their right to vote 
for a bill, can they do it? No. In Ram- 
sey’s Senate, the majority does not 
rule. This takes a little explaining— 
but since it’s the blockade that most 
matters in the state government, it’s 
worth a moment. 

Every normal, democratic parlia- 
mentary body works on “the calen- 
dar.” Bills are introduced, sent to 
committee, discussed, and _ reported 
out; in fair order, they are placed on 
the calendar and taken up one by one, 
passed or killed by majority action. 

Ramsey, however, ignores this cal- 
endar. His is the decision, you see, 
whether to “work the calendar.” As 
a general matter he does not. He rec- 
ognizes senators for motions “to sus- 
pend the rules in order to take up” 
a given bill. This motion requires a 
two-thirds vote to pass. 

I remember a time when Ramsey 
did work the calendar. He saw that 
he did not have the necessary two- 
thirds to “take up out of the regular 
order” the bill doubling college tui- 
tion fees. The bill happened to be high 
on the calendar that day, so Ramsey 


The Mentality 
Of Compromise 


AUSTIN 

Otto Mullinax, the Dallas lawyer of 
fetterless conscience, addresesd the 
Stevenson for President club of 
Travis County recently. In our last 
issue before the precinct conventions, 
we commend to you these things he 
said: 

“We worry whether we have an 
economy that can exist on peaceful 
bases; whether we are drifting in this 
country. There is no liberalism on our 
college campus; we are haunted with 
people called beatniks, there is the 
fact that our young people have no 
causes and can find nonev All these 
things are terrible things and are 
growing. We wonder if Khrushchev 
is right, when he says we are in the 
last days of our greatness. 

“We have got to have leadership 
that understands something besides 
compromise. That character of men- 
tality that tries to find out what 
they’re thinking over here on the left, 
and what*they’re thinking over here 
on the right, and find a little hole in 
the middle that’s the answer—the 
mentality of compromise is all right 
on the Senate floor but not in the 
world. Neither Lyndon Johnson nor 
Richard Nixon has the courage of a 
conviction of what is right and what 
is wrong. 

“They say, ‘I have a unique ability 
to find a safe middle ground.’ I tell 
you the safe ground is not the middle 
ground any more. The population ex- 
plosion, the millions of people of 
China, what we do with India, <is- 
armament, the space program, what 
do we do about education, how can 
we compete with communism? 

“IT know we've got to have a man 





with the intellect and the brains to, 


grasp these things. They require 
vision far beyond the Senate floor.” 


cynically turned to the calendar, the 
few bills ahead of the tuition bill flew 
aside like shucks at a corn roast, and 
the students’ fees were doubled by a 
one-vote margin. 

This results in Ramsey’s “hip-pock- 
et calendar.” By whom he recognizes, 
he can decide what leggslation is taken 
up first. This is a great power. 

But the main fact is that Ramsey’s 
two-thirds rule in the Senate blocks 
most good legislation. It creates a 
strong tendency against the passage of 
new laws. Since most reforms take the 
form of new laws, they are stopped 
in the Senate, even if a majority fa- 
vor them; whereas since most special 
interest legislation has. been, at least 
until recently, supported by two-thirds 
of the Senate, it whizzes on through. 

After ten years, Ramsey has per- 
fected his techniques and consolidated 
his power. To leave him in office 
for a sixth straight term would be a 
public disgrace—a reflection not only 
on the voters, but on the newspapers 
who have failed to inform them of the 
true situation. 

We reprint some excerpts from edi- 
torials in some weekly and daily news- 
papers which have endorsed Don 
Yarborough for lieutenant governor. 


The Fort Worth Press: 


It’s time for a change in the office 
of lieutenant governor... . 

In recent years, the present lieuten- 
ant governor has been the most power- 
ful man in Austin. He has prevented 
much good legislation from ever get- 
ting to the floor of the Senate to be 
debated. 

He has held a tight rein on the Sen- 
ate and only what he personally want- 
ed to see pass has had a chance. This 
has been an unwholesome influence 
on Texas legislation, in our opinion. 

Ben Ramsey didn’t raise a finger 
or a protest when members of the 
Senate went flying off on junkets in 
pipeline companies’ planes when taxes 
involving them were under debate in 
the legislature. 

He has not used his considerable in- 
fluence against peddling of influence 
by others. Some of the most powerful 
lobbyists are his best friends. 

The Senate has been run by a clique 
and he has been its chief. All the 
things this group has done have not 
been bad, not at all, but the principle 
is wrong. 

We feel that special interests have 
had a preference in the Senate. 

A newcomer, Don Yarborough, 
bright young (34) attorney from 
Houston, wants to change things in 
the Senate. We believe they need 
changing. Despite his lack of political 
experience, he seems to us capable of 
doing the job. 

Five terms in office, and an en- 
trenched position for the man who’s 
held them, are too much. 


The Tulia Herald: 


Five times the voters have sent Ben 
Ramsey back to the office of lieuten- 
ant governor—and if we ever needed 
a change in an office, it is now. Ram- 
sey would have been swept out years 
ago if the people had been awake. 
Ramsey is as dangerous as Shivers 
ever was. 





Don Yarborough is vigorously op- 
posed to a sales tax, as are all friends 
of all the people. He is supporting 
Governor Daniel’s non-sales tax pro- 
gram. 

No man should be sent back to the 
office for a sixth term as will be 
the case if Ramsey is re-elected. 


The El Paso Herald-Post: 


We believe that ten years of Ben 
Ramsey as lieutenant governor, the 
presiding officer of the Texas Sen- 
ate, is enough. 

What we need is a newcomer who 
will bring to the office a new attitude 
toward the responsibilities of a public 
official, That man is Don Yarbor- 
ough. Yarborough shows real prom- 
ise. He should be elected. 

Our State Senate should not be a 
private club with a genial presiding 
officer. It should be a true people’s 
forum. It ‘should be a place where 
personal favors are forgotten and the 
public good is paramount. 

Our Senate can only become what 
it should be by having a lieutenant 
governor in charge who would be out- 
raged by any attempt to practice influ- 
ence or government-by-crony. 


The White Rocker (Dallas): 


A brilliant, well qualified young 
man by the name of Don Yarborough 
is asking Texas to elect him to the 
post of lieutenant governor. 

He would give the leadership that 
Gov. Price Daniel needs during the 
next two years to break the financial 
bottleneck in state affairs and turn 
the government of Texas back to the 
people. 

The present Lieutenant Governor 
long has been the pawn of special in- 
terests. It was he, more than anyone 
else, who throttled Governor Daniel’s 
program of legislation in the last ses- 
sions of the legislature. 

Do you know what’s most wrong 
with the state legislature? Mostly, 
Governor Daniel has been opposed by 
the high-powered lobbyists for special 
interests like big oil, big gas; big 
Brown and Root, big sulphur, and the 
Texas Manufacturers Association. 

Today they are out all over Texas 
trying to “win” enough legislative 
posts in rural counties to overcome 
the country-boy thinking. They want 
taxes raised through a general: sales 
tax. The reason: The little fellow who 
cannot afford it would pay as much 
as the big man who can afford it. 

Any good taxing system is based 
on the ability to pay. That’s the way 
of democracy. 

Let’s elect Don Yarborough. It will 
be a big step for Texas. 


The Kountze News: 


If you folks in this area vote as you 
usually do, you’ll vote for Ramsey, 
but I’m saying this: If you just knew 
the half of what Ramsey does or does 
not do at Austm as the presiding offi- 
cer of the Senate, you would want to 
shoot him. I have followed his career 
for ten years and I have never voted 
for him. He has killed more good leg- 
islation as Lieutenant Governor than 
has been passed. 

It was talked a few months ago that 
Price Daniel was thinking about run- 





Mr. Hunt's 


AUSTIN 


The Observer’s review of H. L. 
Hunt's Alapaca (Obs. March 4) ap- 
peared, in slightly different form, in 
New Republic and has since been re- 
printed in the Washington Post. The 
Post editorialized, with respect to the 
Texas oil billionaire’s recent visit to 
Washington : 


“Well, Mr. Hunt is not an imprac- 
tical idealist, and perhaps his current 
visit to Washington has been intended 
to demonstrate that the first or sec- 
ond richest man in America deserves 
better treatment than the common 
herd. The other day, Mr. Hunt drop- 
ped in casually on Secretary of In- 
terior Seaton to discuss the little mat- 
ter of some bids for oil leases which 


Rejoinder 


the Interior Department unfeelingly 
rejected as too low. Arm in arm with 
Mr. Hunt for the visit were Senate 
Republican Leader Dirksen and House 
Republican Leader Halleck, who just 
happened to be along. Some petition- 
ers to the Government are evidently 
more equal than others, and Alpaca’s 
thesis may not be so woolly as those 
sourpuss literary boys seem to think.” 

However, the Post has received a 
smashing comeuppance—a letter from 
Mr. Hunt in which he asserts: 

“In early February, copies of Al- 
paca first reached General Kassem 
in Baghdad. There have since been 
six or more news releases published 
in the United States describing con- 
structive movements away from com- 
munism in Iraq.” 


ning for lieutenant governor instead 
of governor, in order to beat Ramsey 
and free needed legislation for a vote. 
That’s how bad Ramsey is. One of the 
big reasons Daniel’s tax bil did. not 
pass was because Ramsey was sitting 
in the Senate, and I mean on that 
Daniel tax plan. Ramsey is a friend of 
the Texas Manufacturers Assn., the 


big Rich, the big taxpayers and no- 
body else. The only legislation he will 
let come to a vote is that. which fa- 


vors the high and mighty. He’s the 


worst enemy the working man and 
the small business man have in Aus- 
tin 

\s lieutenant governor Yarborough 
would work with Daniel; he would 
free the Daniel tax bills. He would be 
a progressive lieutenant governor. But 
I promise you this, if you don’t get 
rid of Ben Ramsey this time, you are 
going saddled with a ‘general 
retail sales tax to finance your state 
government, and the man who makes 
$35 a week or $50 a week, or what- 


ever he makes will be paying just as 
Magnolia Petroleum 
Co. or Lone Star Gas Company. If 
you believe that the man who makes 
$35 a week should pay as much taxes 
as H , the Dallas billionaire, 
then go ahead and vote for Ben Ram- 
id live to regret it... . This time 

yu will be cussing yourself 
when rt paying that sales tax 
on bread and sugar and beans. 


1 
much taxes as 


sey al 
next y¢ 


Y ARB )ROUGH has many 
young, he moves fast, he 
s quickly. His name gives 
tarting advantage. But he has 
year political veteran to defeat. 
Sooner or later, Ramsey must be 
retired { Texas public life. We 
hope Yarborough does the job. As 
long stands astride the 
Senate the state govern- 
the people and serve 
R. 


assets 
grasps 
him a 


a ten 


Ramsey 
Texas, 

ment will tax 

big business 


‘Yes-Man’ Cox 


AUSTIN 
hear from Ernest 
1in in the Ralls Banner, re- 
mote from California. This time he 
on Shivers and Cox, to wit: 
“I’m glad Allan (Shivering) Shiv- 
broken his long silence, even 
if he had to come out of political ob- 
scurity to endorse Jack Cox for gov- 
\s long as he’s out in the open, 
we can know what he’s doing, but as 
long as he wasn’t heard from, I was 


Refreshing to 


Joiner 


comment 


ers ha 


ernor 


pretty uneasy about what he was up 
to! 

Here is how Shivers endorsed Cox: 
‘I have asked him to do a great many 
things for me. He has always done 
them. If no other reason exists, I sup- 
port Jack Cox for Governor out of 
sheer personal gratitude.’ That’s why 
Shivers thinks Cox is the man for 
Governor. It is also exactly why Tex- 


ans should reject Cox for Governor. 


Shivers has known Cox for 15 years, 
and if during that time, Cox did ev- 
erything Shivers asked of him, the 
people of Texas might well ask them- 
selves if they want anybody in public 
office who will, for 15 years, say ‘yes’ 


to every wish of his lord and master. 
It’s a great qualification for a slave, 
but it hardly the character of a 
leader of some nine million people. 
And if Cox took Shivers’s orders for 


15 years, is there reason to believe he 
wouldn’t take, those orders for the 
next 15 years? ; 

“If being a first class ‘yes man’ 


isn’t enough to make the people of 
Texas cool to Cox’s gubernatorial am- 
bitions, his position on the sales tax 
should be the clincher. He wants a 
‘temporary’ sales tax. There is no such 
thing in these United States as a 
‘temporary’ tax. It is a,phoney device 
whereby a permanent tax is hoisted 
upon the backs of taxpayers, and 
every time the legislature meets, that 
‘temporary’ sales tax will be in- 
creased.” 
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LIBERALISM: A PROLOGUE 


(The author, Sherwin M. Gold- 
man of Fort Worth, graduated 
summa cum laude from Paschal 
high school, Fort Worth, in 1957; 
now a junior in history, the arts, 
and letters —*(roughly, European 
intellectual history)—he is a rank- 
ing scholar, class of 1961, at Yale. 
His paper for the B.A. will discuss 
the relation of the radical press of 
early 19th Century England to re- 
form. He is serving on the Presi- 
dent’s national committee for the 
1960 White House Conference on 
Children and Youth and is cur- 
rently chairman of Criterion mag- 
azine, an undergraduate forum at 
Yale, in which the article below, 
as here slightly abridged, ap- 
peared —Ed.) 


There is nothing here which has 
not been said before, or which 
does not stand in urgent need of 
being said again. I have written 
this piece because I fear that the 
great tradition of progressive 
democratic liberalism faces today 
its gravest peril in the failure of 
so-called liberals to define the es- 
sence of their position. How very 
few real liberals there are today; 
yet how very many would assume 
the liberal posture. 


To favor aid to underdeveloped 
nations, federal funds for educa- 
tion, or to oppose loyalty oaths 
do not, in themselves, make a 
man a liberal. Liberalism is not 
a voting record, but rather an at- 
titude, a tone, a goal, which ne- 
cessitates more than merely tak- 
ing the “liberal side” on an issue: 
it requires a commitment to an 
approach, to certain presupposi- 
tions, and to an ultimate ideal. 


The following is a “Prologue” 
because it is my conception of the 
basis of contemporary liberalism. 
It is not the liberalism of two 
hundred years ago, or of fifty 
years ago, but the liberalism of 
today, for the first principle of the 
liberal is an acceptance of an 
ever-changing world which re- 
quires constant re-evaluation and 
redefinition of position. 


No point in the spectrum of 
political thought is more difficult 
to delineate than liberalism, for 
it is not a systematically orga- 
nized body of doctrine. Nor is it 
the product of the theoretical or 
practical reasoning of one or two. 
or even a dozen great thinkers. 
There are no John Lockes, no 
Adam Smiths or Karl Marxes— 
no Wealth of Nations or Das Kap- 
ital to which one can turn trust- 
ingly for doctrine, guidance, or 
inspiration. Contemporary liberal- 
ism is essentially fluid and fre- 
quently evasive as a doctrine, and 
hence is often regarded with sus- 
picion by the adamant Right and 
with contempt by the doctrinaire 
Left. 

Liberalism, as I have indicated, 
is much more an attitude and a 
method than a set of dogmas—an 
attitude which insists upon ques- 
tioning all accepted principles and 
all possible alternatives, not so as 
to reject, but so as to ascertain 
what evidence there is to support 
the status quo rather than any of 
the possible alternatives. The lib- 
eral regards life and the world as 
a challenge, for they are both con- 
stantly changing, and risks must 
be taken to accommodate new 
situations: yet he realizes that 
there is no guarantee that the 
“new” will necessarily be the 
“better.” The first part of that 
statement is inimical to the con- 
servative; the second, to the radi- 
cal. 

If there is no absolute and well- 
formulated dogma for liberals, 
there certainly are common goals. 
Perhaps the fundamental postu- 
late is that of the moral worth, 
the absolute value, and the essen- 
tial dignity of the human person- 
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ality. Thus every individual must 
necessarily be treated as an end 
in himself, never as a means, and 
there can never be any absolute 
authority in a society—whether 
state, or church, or party—beyond 
the individuals and their liberty, 
which I define as the opportunity 
for an individual to fulfill his po- 
tentialities. It is the purpose of 
the liberal society to provide each 
individual with this liberty. 


Man is born ignorant, but he 
is not born wicked. In a society in 
which he can achieve freedom 
from ignorance, freedom from 
privation, freedom from intimida- 
tion, and freedom from fear—that 
is, where he can achieve liberty— 
there exists the greatest chance 
for his self-fulfillment, for his 
realizing his end as a man. The so- 
ciety in which every man can 
achieve this liberty and this self- 
fulfillment is Utopia and does not 
exist. Yet there is no_ society 
which cannot draw closer to it. 
Thought and reason are applicable 
to human affairs, the liberal con- 
tends. We must allow for research 
and variation, so that the existing 
“good” may not prevent the “bet- 
ter” from coming into existence. 
There is no society in which re- 
form is not to be desired. 


Unlike the conservative, the lib- 
eral does not think of “reform” 
as meaning “deform.” The liberal 
mind is hospitable to necessary 
and profitable change, to the re- 
examination of established insti- 
tutions and accepted practices in 
the light of new problems, new 
needs, or new alternatives. We 
cannot cling to a system or an 
institution as an eternal verity. 
It must be proved to be valid. 
There are many ways to perdition 
and decadence, but it seems that 
the only one that is infallible is 
that of obstinate refusal to pro- 
gress—whether this obstinancy 
grounds itself in 1688, 1789, or 
1932. Yet liberals are equally sure 
that nothing can be effected over- 
night—nothing that is, save catas- 
trophe. The liberal society must 
progress gradually, but constantly, 
always reasoning, always search- 
ing, always weighing, and always 
choosing. 


LOSELY RELATED to this 
ideal of the impartial judging 
of ideas, institutions, and systems 
is the concept of democracy, 
which consists in the impartial 
judging of individuals. For the 
first premise of democracy is that 
no superiority of one man over 
another may be taken for granted, 
nor can it be accepted as perma- 
nent. Each man must be examined 
on his own merits, for free and 
equal competition is the demo- 
cratic method. That all men are 
created equal is, of course, a self- 
evident fallacy. Yet the liberal 
says that there must be no priv- 
ilege given an individual because 
of his birth, wealth, race, creed, 
or sex. By removing senseless bar- 
riers of poverty, ignorance, fear, 
and intimidation, democracy 
makes it possible for the best in 
each field of endeavor to rise. In 
this way democracy aims at the 
selection of the genuine aristoc- 
racy in every area, and is thus 
identical, not with leveling, but 
with justice. Thus each man, not 
just the weak or the strong, the 
poor or the rich, must be pro- 
vided with the opportunity for 
self-fulfillment, for liberty, with 
all of its implications of mutual 
respect for the rights of every 
person. 


Democratic liberalism is the de- 
nial of every authority which 
does not originate with the indi- 
viduals of a society. The rule of 
the most enlightened despot— 
saint, general, or philosopher—is 
illegitimate if it is imposed on re- 
luctant subjects. Yet there must 
never be taken for granted a Di- 





vine Right of the majority, for 
the wiil of the majority -is valid 
only so long as the liberty of all 
individuals is maintained or fur- 
thered. Thus the liberal cannot 
tolerate the terrorizing of any in- 
dividual into intellectual confor- 
mity through sheer power of 
numbers. 


E METHOD of the liberal so- 

ciety is democracy; the end is 
liberty. Perhaps liberty is best ex- 
pressed in terms of “freedom 
from,” freedom from those limita- 
tions which prevent a man’s ful- 
filment of his potentialities. Indis- 
pensible to liberty is security, or 
freedom from fear—not the fear 
that is a challenge, but the fear 
that is an ever hovering threat, 
be it of physical danger or of eco- 
nomic privation. When man has 
been freed from these bondages, 
these barriers, he may be said to 
have liberty. It is for this liberty 
that man lives in society, for so- 
ciety liberates man from the con- 
stancy of worldly cares. Man ex- 
isting alone must provide for his 
every need, and outside a myth- 
ological Eden, he can never be 
freed from the fear, want, and ig- 
norance that prevent his enjoying 
liberty. 


Yet liberty means more than 
being free from the all-consuming 
effort to stay alive. It also neces- 
sitates honesty, which is insepara- 
ble from self-respect: never to 
profess, never to accept anything 
as true, unless one is intimately 
convin¢ed that it is so. There is 
no liberty when there exists any 
limit on free inquiry, and the 
questioning of any principle. Lib- 
erty cannot be furthered by illib- 
eral means: to deny it in order to 
protect it is to destroy it. 


Absolute freedom for every in- 
dividual is impossible. This is the 
eternal problem of the liberal as 
he studies man in society—free- 
doms are essential, but cannot be 
absolute. Yet in a healthy society, 
restrictions and compulsions 
should make the individuals freer, 





freer from bodily harm, freer 
from ignorance, freer from priva- 
tion, freer from intellectual intim- 
idation, and freer from anticipa- 
tion of these limitations. The in- 
dividual must pay taxes and must 
obey the laws. This is not tyranny, 
but is insurance against those fac- 
tors which infringe upon liberty. 
While every individual has the 
right to disagree with the major- 
ity, or with the entire society, he 
hasn't the right to enjoy the ad- 
vantages of society and claim si- 
multaneously the full privileges of 
anarchy. 


E MUST REALIZE that we 
mean by “potentialities” 
those capacities within any indi- 
vidual to create, to manage, to 
invent, to teach, et cetera. No man 
has the potential to make a mil- 
lion dollars or to win a kewpie 
doll. These are relative rewards, 
granted by some societies, but 
these rewards are not within the 
realm of natural human poten- 
tialities. 

A liberal should recognize the 
social implications of individual 
conduct and that there is an ob- 
vious increase in the interdepend- 
ence of men in an industrial so- 
ciety which calls for more regu- 
lation and administration under 
public supervision for the welfare 
of all individuals. Yet this balance 
between freedom and tyranny, be- 
tween justice and oppression, is 
precarious, and requires constant 
vigilance. Material sacrifices of- 
ten must be made, for the liberal 
approach judges that civilization 
to be best which produces, not the 
largest possible amount of goods, 
but rather the largest possible 
amount of liberty, and distributes 
that commodity most equitably. 

Thus the liberal does not fear 
the state which is essentially of 
service to all, but fears the illib- 
eral state which loses sight of the 
ultimate goal of liberty. A demo- 
cratic government always has the 
potential for good, which if lib- 
eral, it realizes in its constant 


striving for the Utopia of liberty. 
In this sense every liberal state 
| seeks to become a welfare state 
(indeed, I have yet to encounter 
the conservative who would pro- 
fess that his ideal state is dedi- 
cated to the discomfort of its 
members!) This state is the pool- 
ing of efforts toward the common 
good, toward liberty for all. 


Beyond this point, the liberal 
state has no function, Anarchy, 
the absolute independence of the 
individual, must prevail in the 
realm of human expression—love, 
art, religion, political or moral be- 
liefs — these things are not 
Caesar’s, and there must be no 
interference or imposition by the 
state on a man’s affections or 
tastes. The liberal makes the vital 
presupposition that given the most 
education in liberty, and freedom 
to decide, create, and appreciate 
creation, the products of that free- 
dom will be best. There must be 
no law discriminating against an 
ideology or against a party of 
believers in an ideology. While in- 
dividuals must be prosecuted re- 
lentlessly for such clearly defined 
crimes as violent conspiracy, sab- 
otage, and espionage, no man may 
be prosecuted or persecuted for 
heresy. 


EMOCRATIC LIBERALISM 

says nothing of an economic 
system except that it must be con- 
ducive to the liberty of its par- 
ticipants, and must be subject to 
modification when it is proved to 
be faulty. A democratic liberal 
could not claim communism, so- 
cialism, or capitalism as an ulti- 
mate verity. His view of an econ- 
omy is that it is always a means 
to the goal of liberty, never an 
end in itself, for the other free- 
doms are unattainable without the 
freedom from privation. Any eco- 
nomic system must be judged on 
its ability for efficient production, 
but more importantly on its abil- 
ity to provide employment and 
equitable distribution of resources, 
while maintaining a maximum of 
free choice. Thus this system must 
prove consistent both with those 
freedoms propounded in the US. 





(Continued on Page 7) 





On Eggheads and Conformity 


%: The author of Trails and 

Trials of a Texas Ranger (re- 
cently reviewed in the Observer), 
Ranger Bill Sterling, died in a 
Corpus Christi hospital. 


% The Hill Country Arts Foun- 
dation has announced twelve 
weeks of six open-air theater 
shows starting June 15, concerts 
every Tuesday night during the 
plays’ 
for the summer months near In- 
gram, which is near Kerrville. 


suns, and art workshops 


% Russell Birdwell, the New 

York and California PR spe- 
cialist who is promoting the movie 
about the Alamo, wrote the presi- 
dent of the Daughters of the Re- 
public of Texas, Mrs. H. Raymond 
Hagan of Houston, proposing a 
summit meeting at the Alamo and 
posthumous Congressional Medals 
of Honor to Alamo dead. Birdwell 
then released his letter to the 
press. 


% Houston oilman W. Howard 

Lee is now awaiting his ex- 
pected uncontested divorce from 
Hedy Lamarr after she was grant- 
ed a $500,000 property settlement. 


% Elvis Presley evidently still 

has a certain attraction for 
young ladies in Texas. About 2,000 
of them jammed Union Depot in 
El Paso to get a look at him when 
he was just passing through town 
on a train one night. Two women 
in their thirties got past guards 
and a wall and almost tore him 
off the back of his private car. 
One Miss Joanne Van Tassel, 16, 
faked as a passenger (she carried 
a suitcase) and got on. the train, 





slipped into Elvis’s car with the 
press, and got a kiss from him on 
her cheek. “I don’t think I'll ever 
wash that cheek again,” she gig- 
gled. 


* Dr. T. J. Kallsen, professor at 

Stephen F. Austin State Col- 
lege in Nacogdoches, did not make 
a precisely routine speech to the 
Lions Club in Lufkin recently. He 
said eggheads do not have public 
sympathy; often they are lonely 
because they think against popu- 
lar opinion; often they are absent- 
minded og thinking about some- 





The Way of Life 


thing besides the immediate pres- 
ent; and they eat hamburgers, 
since they don’t make enough 
money to eat steaks. Dr. Kallsen 
opposed censorship—“I don’t want 
anyone telling me what books I 
can read or what movies I can 
see”"—and told the Lufkin Lions 
that the last egghead he voted for 
was socialist Norman Thomas in 
1948. The Lions’ reactions are not 
recorded. 











te A Sherman gang of ten- and 

eleven - year-old boys, who 
called themselves The Black- 
hawks, was broken up after police 
found four of them involved in 
shop-lifting from ten businesses 
and four burglaries of an ele- 
mentary school. Some of the loot 
—cigarettes, candy, soft drinks, 
cigarette lighters, cigars, and toys 
—was found in their clubhouse, a 
small shack behind the 11-year- 
old leader’s home. 


% Plans have been announced 
for a private subscription pro- 
gram to finance a multi-million- 
dollar fine arts center at South- 
ern Methodist University. Stanley 
Marcus, president of Neiman-Mar- 
cus, and Eugene McElvaney, sen- 
ior vice president of First Na- 
tional Bank in Dallas, are co- 
chairmen. 
% The Houston Post urged citi- 
zens to help the Alley Theater 
raise the $52,000 necessary to 
match, dollar-for-dollar, a Ford 
Foundation grant of that sum to 
the theater for the year beginning 
next September. 
xy During a recent University of 
Texas ceremony honoring 
students, Dr. Logan Wilson, U.T. 
president, said “fortunately, the 
time has‘ long since passed when 
high-ranking students were false- 
ly regarded by some as ‘greasy- 
grinds’ . . .” and Dr. Willis M. 
Tate, SMU president, warned 
that “the thinker is always a 
threat to the way things are or 
used to be. He is castigated, dis- 
turbed, and feared . . . Great pres- 
sure is built up to make the 
thinker conform.” 
*% Huntsville leaders recently 
took umbrage at a remark by 
H. J. Sears, president of the State 
Teachers’ College, Board of Re- 
gents, when he testified at a leg- 
islative hearing about the Hunts- 
ville (Sam Houston State Teach- 
ers) College president, “. . . he 
is about the only person in town 
who speaks the English language.” 
The Huntsville Item’s publisher 
said this statement was “slander- 
ous and unfair” to Huntsville, 
which at one time was called “the 
Harvard of Texas.” 
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Liberalism: 
A Prologue 


(Continued from Page 6) 
Bill of Rights and with those free- 
doms outlined in Franklin D. 
Roosevelt’s “Second Bill of 
Rights,” including the right to 
fair competition, the right to a 
useful and remunerative job which 
provides an adequate income for 
a decent home and living, the 
right of a good education, and the 
right to protection from the eco- 
nomic fears of old age, sickness, 
accident and unemployment for 
every individual. 

In this age of mass power 
groups, mass advertising, great 
surpluses co-existing with utter 
poverty, the belief in the Abso- 
lute Truth of the economics of 
individualism with its assumption 
of pre-established harmony is as 
intellectually discredited as the 
belief in witchcraft. Eighteenth 
century liberalism’s cherished de- 
claration that enlightenment would 
make unrestrained free competi- 
tion a universal blessing has been 
torn asunder by the actual effects 
of capitalistic power concentra- 
tion. This indicates, not that we 
must reject the goals of the older 
liberalism, but that we must give 
them a firmer basis. Liberals find 
today that restraints have to be 
placed on the old-liberal economy 
to save it from its inherent weak- 
nesses and to bring it into consis- 
tency with the goal of liberty for 
all. It has always been of the very 
essence of liberal tradition that 
any predatory ambitions of man, 
including any avarice for amass- 
ing wealth and power, have to be 
controlled by reason. 
~ To reach the just decision on 
any issue from/the regulation of 
an economy to the governing of 
men is almost never a simple task. 
For restraining an employer from 
exploiting his workers is infring- 
ing on his freedom. Yet to fail to 
do so may sanction much greater 
limitation on the freedom, indeed, 
on the liberty, of many, and hence 
cannot be tolerated. These are 
constant problems in the govern- 
ing of a society. 


OCRATIC LIBERALISM is 
‘ not a tag that can be worn as 
one would wear the badge of the 
Republican or the Democratic 
Party. Liberalism is not gained 
by the payment of annual dues, 
by supporting a certain measure, 
or by mere presumptive claim. 
Liberalism must be achieved by 
constant and conscientious effort, 
by a determined but always hum- 
ble spirit. For always poised to 
destroy men is the monster fanati- 
cism; always arched to deter him 
is what little men, thinking of a 
little good, for a little while, call 
realism. 
SHERWIN GOODMAN 





AUSTIN 
f Green leafage, encircling, 
pt sparkles but silent in the 
afternoon around the up- 
stairs room: I come sometimes to 
work in the bright green cell, and 
see the spring on the silver sides 
of. the leaves. In the elm rising 
from the creekside to my eyes the 
branches like dark bones shape 
the fluttering light and shadow. 
Lying down to the windowsill, the 
thin blue of the afternoon rises 
behind the trees, and leaves and 
sky take a frame. The soft voices 
of boys idling away the hours to 

supper lounge along the air... 


In the dark early morning, rain 
drops loudly from the leaves. In 
work I lose the sensing of it, 
until as flush of wind it rustles to 
a sigh, and rains. It falls intently 
down the morning dark, streaking 
the grey, so windless none comes 
in, and I rest on the fresh sound. 

R.D. 





THE TEXAS OBSERVER 
Page 7 May 6, 1960 





LEGALS 
CITATION BY een 
THE STATE © 
TO Viola oo" «1 in 
eae styled and num- 


You are hereby commanded to 


jouse of 
said county in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at or before 
10 o'clock A. M. of the first Mon- 
day after the expiration of 42 days 

m the date of issuance hereof; 
that is to say, at or before, 10 
—- . kag of Monday the 30th 

pe 1960, and answer the 
pe tion oe of Dlaintite in Cause Num 

r 117,552, in which Willie James 
Crew is Plaintiff and Viola Crew 
is defendant, filed in said Court 

12th day of April, 1960, and 
the nature of which said suit is 
as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of plaintiff and 
against defendant for decree 
divorce dissolving the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties; 
plaintiff alleges that her and de- 
fendant sperated on June 18, 1936, 
due to acts of cruelty by defend- 
ant toward plaintiff; plaintiff al- 
leges that fendant d 
a course of unkind, harsh and ty- 
rannical conduct toward plaintiff, 
which continued until plaintiff 
and defendant separated; plain- 
tiff alleges that on divers occa- 
sions defendant was guilty of ex- 
cesses, cruel treatment and out- 
rages toward plaintiff of such a 
nature as to render their further 
living to ge ther insupportable; 
plaintiff alleges that no children 
were born of this marriage, and 
no community property was ac- 
quired; Plaintiff prays for divorce- 
ment from defendant and for re- 
lief, general and, special; 

All of which more fully appears 
from Plaintiff's Original Petition 
on file in this office, and which 
reference is here made for all in- 
tents and pu ses 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 


served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my hand 
and the seal of said Court at of- 
fice in the City of Austin, this the 
12th day of April, 1960, 

O. T. MARTIN, JR. 

Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis Count ty Texas. 

By A. E. JONES, . E. JONES, Deputy. 


THE STATE OF T! OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 
In the name and by the 
authority of the 
State of Texas 
Notice is hereby given as fol- 





lows 
To: Sherman Gordon, and wife 
Callie Gordon, Moores 
Collins, Emma Lawsha, Beatrice 
Watson, and the unknown owner 
or owners of the proper.y herein- 
after described or any interest 
therein; the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives and the unknown heirs 
and legal representatives of each 
of the above named and mentioned 
persons who may be deceased; 
and the corporate officers, trus- 
tees, receivers and stockholders of 
any of the above named or men- 
tioned parties which may be cor- 
rations, defunct or otherwise, 
ether with the successors, heirs 
such m coxpanste of- 


ficers, vers, 
stockholders, and any and all per- 
imchial, dve lei r 


of| which were d 


suit are, NONE. 
Plaintiff and all other taxing 


units who may set up their tax 
claims seek recovery of delinquent 
ad valorem taxes the propert: 
hereinabove descri and in ad. 





venors, that 
claims not only fora any taxes 

went on said 
property at the time of this sui 
was filed but all taxes peg om 
a ey - , 4 any 

the day of p. - 
ment, nt including all interest, pen- 
alties, and costs allowed by law 
thereon, may, upon request th 
for, be recovered herein without 
further citation or notice to any 
parties herein, and all said parties 
shall take notice of and plead and 
answer to all claims and pleadings 
now on file and which may here- 
after be filed in said cause b 
ead rties herein, and Ke 

—%? units above Sas 

— may intervene herein and 
set up their respective tax claims 
against said property. 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear and defend such suit on 
the first Monday after the e 
tion of Forty two —, 
and after the date 
hereof, the same being th < 30th 
day of May A.D., 1960 (which is 
the return day of such citation), 
before the onorable District 
Court, 53rd Judicial District of 
Travis County, Texas, to be held 
at the courthouse thereof, then 
and there to show cause why | @ 
| my ey shall not be rendered 
‘or such taxes, penalties, interests 
and costs, and condemni 

property and ordering foreclosure 
bf the constitutional and statu- 
tory tax liens thereon for taxes 
due the Plaintiff and the taxing 
units parties hereto, and those who 
may intervene herein, together 
pi all interest, penalties and 

costs allowed by law up to an 
ui 


—_ 


Austin, Travi 
this 11 os of April A. 
O. T. MARTON JR. 
Clerk of the —— Court 
Travis Coun! a. 
By Vera B. By ‘Deputy 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

In the name and by the author- 
ity of the State of Texas 

Notice is hereby on as fol- 
lows: 

To: Henry Powell, Oliver Pow- 
ell and wife, Charity Powell, the 
unknown owner or owners of 
property hereinafter described or 
any interest therein; the heirs and 
legal re; resentatives and the un- 
known irs and legal represen- 
—- of each of the ge Cer 
and mention: may 
bes deceased: ahd the, 


officers, trustees, receivers and 
iders of any of the above 








owning or ha or claimin, -~ 
legal or equitable interest 
lein upon the following described 


a delinquent to Plaintiff 
erein, for taxes, to-wit: All that 
certain lot, tract, or parcel of land 
— and being situated in the 

unty of oo State of Texas, 
known and descri as follows: 
Lots Seven (7) and Eight (8), in 
Block One (1) in the Subdivision 
of Outlot Eight (8) and Sixty-two 
(62), Divi.ion “B”, known as 
Grandview Place, according to the 
map or plat of said Grandview 
Place, recorded in Volume 3, page 
17 of the Plat Records of Travis 
a — 

propert, 


a, 7: taintite for 
following amounts: , exclu- 
sive of interest, penalties and costs, 
and there is included in this suit 
in addition to the taxes all said 
interest, penalties and costs there- 
on, allowed by law up to and in- 
cluding the day of judgment 
herein. 

You are hereby notified that 
suit has been brought by the City 

Austin as Plaintiff, against. the 
above named persons, and the 
State of Texas and the County of 
Travis and the Austin Independ- 
ent School District, as Defend- 


is delin- 
es in th 


named or sentionst! parties which 
be corporations, defunct or 
cessors, heirs such 
carpesnte icers, trustees. re 
ceivers, and stockholders, and any 
and all persons, including = 
claimants, owning or havin; 
claiming any legal or ui’ Te 
interest in or lien upon the fol- 
lowing described eee Bee’ delin- 
quent to Plaintiff in, for tax- 
: All that cortain lot, 
tract, or parcel of land lying and 
being situated in the County of 
Travis, State of Texas, known 
described as follows: The North 
Forty-five oy — of Lot Seven 
(7), of M. E. Chern "s Subdi- 
vision No. Six (6), 
Two (2), in the $s 
Outlot Sixty-two (62), 
sion “B”, in the City ‘of yt = 
Travis County, Texas, eoveediag 
to the map or plat of said 
vision of record in Volume 720, 
page. 1 of the rds 
= County, 4 
Which said propert: 
quent to Plaintiff for taxes 
the following amounts: $96.04, ex- 
clusive of interest, penalties and 
costs, and there is included in 
this suit in addition to the taxes 
all said interest, penalties and 
costs thereon, ot by law up 
to and i the day of judg- 


is delin- 


ts|}ent School District, as 


said | and 


may 

ctberwiee, yn with wi suc- | Arnold 
and assigns of 

-| er or owners of the 


ment herein. 

You are hereby notified that 
suit has been brought by the 
City of — as Plaintiff, zeainst 
the al persons, and the 
State of ‘Texas and the County of 
Travis, and the Austin Independ- 
Defend- 
ants, by 7 a. filed on the 15th 
day of 1960, in a certain 
suit styled City of Austin vs. 
Henry Powell, et al for collection 
of the taxes on said property and 
that suit is now pending in the 
District Court of Travis County 
53rd Judicial District, and the 
file number of said suit is 117,279, 
that the names of all taxing units 
which assess and collect taxes on 
the property hereinabove de- 

scribed not made parties to this 
suit are, NO) 

Plaintiff and all other taxing 
units who may set up their tax 
claims seek recovery of delin- 
quent ad valorem taxes on the 

property hereinabove described, 
and in addition to the taxes all 
interest, penalties, and costs al- 
lowed by law thereon up to and 
including the day of judgment 
herein, and the establishment and 
foreclosure of liens, if any, secur- 
vided by e — of same, as pro- 


Ay ‘to this suit, includ- 
i intiffs, Defendants, and 
Intervenors, shall take notice that | 
claims not only for any taxes 
which were delinquent on said 
property at the time of this suit 
was filed but all taxes becoming | 
11 | delinquent thereon at any time 
thereafter ~ to the day of judg- 
ment, including all interest, pen- 
alties, and costs allowed by law 
thereon, may, upon request there- 
for, be recovered herein without 
further citation or notice to any 
parties herein, and all said par- 
ties shall take notice of and plead 
and answer to all claims and 
nce | pleadings now on file and which 
may hereafter be filed in said 
cause by all other parties herein, 
and all of those taxing units above 
named who may intervene herein 
and set up their respective tax 
claims against said property. 
You are hereby commanded to 
ppear and defend such suit on 
the first Monday after the expira- 
tion of Forty two (42) days from 
after the date of issuance 
hereof, the —~ being the 30th 
day of May ., 1960 (which is 
the return Ss a such citation), 
before the Honorable District 


Court, 53rd Judicial District of | 


a County, Texas, to be held 
at the courthouse thereof, then 


djand there to show cause why 


1-7 shall not be rendered 
for such taxes, penalties, inter- 
ests and costs, and condemning 


said property and ordering fore- 
closure of the constitutional and 
statutory tax liens thereon for 


taxes due the Plaintiff and the 
taxing units parties hereto, and 
those who may intervene herein, 
together with all interest, penal- 
ties and costs allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 
— herein, and all costs of this 
sui 

Issued and given under my hand 
and seal of said court in the City 
of Austin, Travis County, Texas, 

this 14 day of April A.D., 1 

A. JO 


Clerk of the District Court 
Travis County, Texas 


THE STATE A. TEXAS 
np mend F TRAVIS 
In the nam the author- 

ity of the SI State of Texas 
Notice is hereby given as fol- 

lows: 

D. A. Cluck, Mrs. Della 
Davis Cluck, Ell Davis, Flora Bai- 
ley, C. P. P. Bailey, W. T. Davis and 
wife, Maude Davis, ton Davis. 
Davis, Alton Davis and 
Ina Lou Davis, the SSaee — 
prope ere- 
inafter described or ~ interest 
therein; the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives and the unknown 
heirs and legal representatives of 
each of the above named and 
mentioned persons who may be 
deceased; and the corporate offi- 
cers, trustees, receivers and stock- 
holders of any of the above named 
or mention parties which may 


and | be corporations, defunct or other- 


wise, together with the successors, 
heirs and assigns of such cor- 
porate officers, trustees, receivers, 
and stockholders, and any and all 
persons, oe adverse claim- 
ants, ownin, aving or claim- 
legal or equitable interest 
jen upon the following de- 

‘operty delinquent to 
Derein, for taxes, to-wit: 


ing an 


scribed 
Plaintiff 


of| All that certain lot, tract, or par- 


cel of land lying and being situ- 
a in the County of Travis, State 


in| of Texas, known and described as 


follows: Lots Number Seven (7) 
and Eight (8), Block Six (6), in 
Bergman Valley View, a Subdi- 
vision of a part of Outlot Sixty- 
six (66), Division “O” in the City 
of Austin, according to the map 
or plat of said Subdivision re- 


[qortes i. Volume 3, page 
the Plat Records of Travis Cc 
ty, Texas together with all 
provements thereon situated. 
Which said property is 
quent to Plaintiff for taxes 
following amounts: $233.65 
clusive of interest, penal Ities 
costs, and there is inclu 
suit in addition to the taxe 


thereon, allowed by lew 
and including the day of 
ment herein. 

You are hereby notified 
suit has been brought by the 
of Austin as Plaintiff, against 


State of Texas and th 
Travis and the Austi 
ent School District, 
ants, by petition filed 
day of March, 1960, in 
suit styled City of Au 
Cluck, et al for collec 
taxes on said property 
suit is now pending 
trict Court of Travi 
Judicial District, 
number of said su 
that the names of all tax ng 
which assess and collect tax 
the property hereinat 

| scribed not made parties 
suit are, NONE 

| Plaintiff and all other 
units who may set up th 
claims seek recovery 
|} quent ad valorem tax 
property hereinabove 


























said interest, penalties and « 


above named persons, and t 





01 o 
oun- 
im 








end 





e 


| and in addition to the taxes 


interest, 
lowed by law thereor 
including the day of 
herein, and the establis 
foreclosure of liens 
a the payment 
provided by law 

All parties to this suit, ir 
ing Plaintiffs, Defendants 
Intervenors, shall take r 
claims not only for any 
which were delinquent 











was filed but all taxes b 


delinquent thereon at 
thereafter up to the day 
ment, including all interest 


alties, and costs allowed 


for, be recovered herein 

further citation or notice 

parties herein, and all said 
shall take notice of and ple 
answer to all claims and ple 
now on file and which may 
after be filed on said cause | 


those taxing units abo 
who may intervene h r 
set up their respective tax 
against said property 

ou are hereby comman 
appear and defend such 
the first Monday after th 
tion of Forty two (42) days 
and after the date of iss 
hereof, the same being thes 
day of June A.D., 1960 (wh 
the return day of such citat 
before the 
Court, 53rd Judicial Distr 
Travis County, Texas, to be 
at the courthouse thereof 
and there to show c 
judgment shall not be 
for such taxes, penalt 
ests and costs, and con 
said property and order 
closure of the constitution: 
statutory tax liens thereon 
taxes due the Plaintiff and 
taxing units parties heret 
those who may intervene |! 








ties and costs allowed by 


this suit. 

Issued and given under my 
and seal of said court in the 
of Austin, Travis County 





MARTIN, JR 
Clerk of the District ¢ 
Travis County, Texas 


In the name and by the 
ity of the State of Texas 

—— is hereby given 
low 


To: O. B. Gregg, John W 
and wife, Mrs. John W 
Delia Williams, the r 
owner or owners of the 
hereinafter described o 
terest therein; the heirs and 
representatives and the unk 
heirs and legal representat 
each of the above nam 
mentioned persons wh 
deceased; and the cor 
cers, trustees, receivers a 
holders of any of the abo 
or mentione 
be corporations, defunct or 
wise, together with the s 
sors, heirs and assigns 
corporate officers, trustees 
ceivers, and stockholders 
any and all persons. 
adverse claimants, owning 
ing or claiming any legal 
table interest in or lien 1 
following described property 
linquent to Plaintiff hereir 




















ants, by petition filed on the 11th 
day of 1960, in a certain 





THE STATE OF TEXAS | 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS ! 

In the name and by the au- 
thority of the State of Texas 

Notice is hereby given as fol- 
lows: 

To: William Whitehead, John 
Rosengreen, Thomas Eborn, John 
A. Adams, McGilbry Barrow and 
Charles I. Evans, and the un- 
known owner or owners of the 
property hereinafter-described or 
any interest therein; the heirs and 
legal representatives and the un- 
known heirs and legal represen- 
tatives of each of the above named 
and mentioned persons who may 
be deceased; and the corporate 
officers, trustees, receivers and 
stockholders of any of the above 
named or mentioned parties which 
may be corporations, defunct or 
otherwise, together with the suc- 
cessors, heirs and assigns of such 
corporate officers, trustees, re- 
ceivers, and stockholders, and any 
and all persons, including adverse 
claimants, owning or having or 
claiming any legal or equitable in- 
terest in or lien upon the follow- 
ing described property delinquent 
to Plaintiff herein, for taxes, to- 
wit: All that certain iot tract or 
parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the County of Travis, 
State of Texas, known and de- 
scribed as follows: Lot One (1), 

Block One Hundred Eighty-eight 
(188) of the Original City of Aus- 
tin, Texas, according to the map 
of said City on file in the General 
Land Office of the State of Texas. 

Which said property is delin- 
quent to Plaintiff for taxes in the 
following amounts: $136.94, ex- 
clusive of interest, penalties and 
costs, and there is included in this 
suit in addition to the faxes all 
said interest, penalties and costs 
thercon, allowed by law up to 
and including the day of judg- 
ment herein. 

You are hereby notified that 
suit has been brought by the 
City of Austin as Plaintiff, against 
the above named persons, and the 
State of Texas and the County of 
Travis and the Austin Indepen- 
dent School District, as Defend- 
ants, by petition filed on the 23rd 
day of March, 1960, in a certain 
suit styled City of Austin vs. Wil- 


liam Whitehead, et al for collec- 
tion of the taxes on said property 
and that suit is now pending in 
the District Court of Travis Coun- 
ty 53rd Judicial District, and the 

file number of said suit is 117,375, 
that the names of all taxing units 
which assess and collect taxes on 
the property hereinabove de- 
scribed not made parties to this 
suit are, NONE. 

Plaintiff and all other taxing 
units who may set up their tax 
claims seek recovery of delin- 
quent ad valorem taxes on the 
property hereinabove described. 
and in addition to the taxes all 
interest, penalties, and costs al- 
lowed by law thereon up to and 
including the day of judgment 
herein, and the establishment and 
foreclosure ‘of liens, if any, secur- 


ing the payment of same, as pro- | 


vided by law 

All parties to this suit, includ- 
ing Plaintiffs, Defendants, and 
Intervenors, shall take notice that 
claims not only for any taxes 
which were delinquent on said 
property at the time of this suit 
was filed but all taxes becoming 
delinquent thereon at any time 
thereafter up to the day of judg- 
ment, éncluding all interest, pen- 
alties, and costs allow by law 
thereon, may, upon request there- 
for, be recovered herein without 
further citation or notice to any 
parties herein, and all said partiés 
shall take notice of and plead and 
answer to all claims and plead- 
ings now on file and which may 
hereafter be filed in said cause 
by all other parties herein, and 
all of those taxing units above 
named who may intervene herein 
and set up their respective tax 
claims against said property. 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear and defend such suit on 
= first Monday after the expira- 
tion of Forty two (42) days from 
and after the date of issuance 
hereof, the same being the 13th 
day of June A.D., 1960 (which is 
the return day of such citation), 
before the onorable District 
Court, 53rd Judicial Distriqt of 
Travis County, Texas, to be thel 
at the ar a = thereof, 





and there show cause why 
jadgness” shell not be renge: 


! 





for such taxes, penalties, inter- 
ests and costs, and condemning 
said property and ordering fore- 
closure of the constitutional and 
statutory tax liens thereon for 
taxes due the Plaintiff and the 


taxing units parties hereto, and/| 


those who may intervene herein, | 
together with all interests, penal- 
ties and costs allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 
ment herein, and al! costs of this 
suit. 

Issued and given under my 
hand: and seal of said court in the 
City of Austin, Travis County, 
Texas, this 25th day of April A.D., 


1960. 
O. T. MARTIN, JR 
Clerk of the District Court 
Travis County, Texas 


No. 117,429 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 
In the name and by the au- 
thority of the State of Texas 
ae is hereby given as fol- 


°To: E. Marshack, Louchis Routt, 
Margaret Routt and Horace Rowe, 
and the unknown owner or own- 
ers of the property hereinafter 
described or any interest therein; 
the heirs and legal representa- 
tives and the unknown heirs and 
legal representatives of each of 


5 


the above named and mentioned | 


persons who may be deceased; 
afd the corporate officers, trus- 
tees, receivers and stockholders 
of any of the above named or 
mentioned parties which may be 
corporations, defunct or otherwise 
together with the successors, heirs 
and assigns of such corporate of- 
ficers, trustees, receivers, and 
stockholders, and any and all per- 
sons, including adverse claimants, 
owning or having or claiming any 


legal or uitable interest in or 
lien upon the following described 
roperty delinquent to Plaintiff 


erein, for taxes, to-wit: All that 
— lot, tract or parcel of land 
ying and being situated in the 
ieee of Travis, State of Tcxas, 
known and described as follows: 


4 Lots Five and Six (5 and 6), in 


Block Twenty-two (22), in the 
ar Dowell Subdivision, a part 





red of Outlots Thirteen (13) and 


| Zwanty-nine (29) in D 
in the City of Austin acc 
the map or plat of sa 
vision recorded in Volu 
63 of the Plat Records 
County, Texas. 

Which said propert 
quent to Plaintiff for tax 





following amounts 
clusive of interest 

costs, and there is 

this suit in addition to the 
all said interest, per 


| costs thereon, allowed t 

to and including the day 
| ment herein 
You are hereby nc 
suit has been brought by 
}of Austin as Plaintiff, agair 
}above named persons 
| State of Texas and tl 
Travis and the Aust 
ent School District 
by petition filed on t 29 
}of March, 1960, in a certa 
styled City of Austin vs. E 
shack, et al for colle r 
taxes on said property 
suit is now pending in 
trict Court of Trav 
Judicial District, 
number of said suit is 
the names of all taxing 
which assess and collect tax 
the property hereinab 
scribed not made parties 
suit are, NONE 

Plaintiff and all ott 
units who may set u 
claims seek recovery 
quent ad valorem ¢t 
property hereinabov S 
and in addition to the taxe 
interest. penalties, and cost 
lowed by law thereon ur 
including the day of 
herein, and the establis 
foreclosure of liens, if any 
ing the payment of sarr 
vided by) law 

All parties to this suit 











he 
















tervenors, shall take notice 
claims not only for 

which were delinquent r 
property at the time of this 


delinquent thereon at any 
thercafter up to the day of 
ment, including all interest, p 
ties; and costs allowed by 
thereon, may, upon request 









up to and including the day 
qehgment herein, and all costs 





parties which r 








ing Plaintiffs, Defendants, and 


was filed but all taxes becoming 
time 
judg 
enai- 


penalties, and sts 


property at the time of this a 


thereon, may, upon request the 








other parties herein, and al f 


onorable Dist 


together with all interest, penal 


.s) and 






this and cay of May A.D re 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 












taxes, to-wit: All that certain lot, 





law 


there- 




























f\ tract, or parcel of land lying and 


being situated in the County 
Travis, State of Texas, known 
described as follows: A portion 
Lot Five (5), Block One (1), a 
part of subdivision of the eastern 
portion of Lot Twelve (12), a 
subdivision of 252 acres of 

Spear League in Travis County, 
Texas, as shown by plat or map 
said subdivision on record 
ve County Clerk's 
Texas 


ticularly described as ‘ollows: 








. thirty (30) feet for 
thwest corner; Thence Sow 
€ 





i (5), one hundred ten 
feet for Southwest corner; 
East parallel with the 
line of said Lot Five (5); 
(30) feet to the East line 
d Lot Five (5) for the South- 
corner; ence North along 
ast lpne of said Lot Five (5), 
I undred ten (110) feet to the 
ce of beginning and being the 
a ) conveyed by 
Dwight M. Johnson by deed of 
jate, January 28, A.D. 
ecorded in Volume 516 at Page 
404 of the Deed Records of Travis 
nty, Texas 
Wh ich said property is delin- 
ent to Plaintiff for taxes in the 
wing amounts: $137.93, ex- 
isive of interest, ‘penalties and 
sts, and there is included in this 
t in addition to, the taxes all 
penalties and costs 
law up to 
neluding the day of judg- 


are hereby notified that 
has been brought by the City 
stin as Plaintiff, against the 
named persons, and the 
tate of Texas and the County of 
Travis and the Austin rngonend- 
School District, as fend- 
by petition filed on the 17th 
of March, 1960, in a certain 
tyled City of Austin vs. O. B. 
for collection of the taxes 
id property and that suit is 
10W pending in the District Court 
of Travis County 53rd Ls age | 
istrict, ane the file number of 
said suit is 117 308, that the names 
all taxing units which assess 
id collect taxes on the property 
hereinabove cescribed not made 
parties to this suit are, NONE. 
aintiff and all other taxing 
s who may set up their tax 
ms seek recovery of delin- 
it ad valorem taxes -on the 
perty hereinabove descri 
i in addition to the taxes all 
i penalties, and costs al- 
wed by law thereon up to and 
neluding the day of judgment 
and the establishment and 
foreclosure of liens, if any, secur- 
ng the payment of same, as pro- 
vided by law 
All parties to this suit, includ- 
Plaintiffs, Defendants, and 
rvenors, shall take notice that 
laims not only for any taxes 
which were delinquent on said 
property at the time of this suit 
was filed but all taxes becoming 
< iquent thereon at any time 
thereafter up to the day of judg- 
ment, including all interest, pen- 
alties, and costs allowed by law 
thereon, may, upon request there- 
be recovered herein without 
ther citation or notice to any 
s herein, and all said parties 
take notice of and plead 
answer to all claims and 
pleadings now on file and which 
may hereafter be filed in said 
cause by all other parties herein, 
nd all of those taxing units above 
r ed who may intervene herein 
4 set up their respective tax 
laims against said property. 
You are hereby commanded to 
ppear and defend such a - 
the first Monday after the expi: 
ion of Forty two (42) days 
and after the date of esuance 
hereof, the same being the 6th 
jay of June A.D., 1960 (which is 
the return day of such citation), 
t re the onorable District 
53rd Judicial District of 
is County, Texas, to be held 
the courthouse thereof, then 
i there to show cause why 
igment shall not be rendered 
such taxes, penalties, inter- 
sts and costs, ~ condemning 
said property and ordering fore- 
closu re of the constitutional and 
statutory tax liens thereon for 
taxes due the Plaintiff and the 
taxing units parties hereto, and 
those who may intervene herein, 
together with all interest, penal- 
and costs allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 
vent herein, and all costs of this 














said interest, 























nterest 










































ieee d and given under my hand 
and seal of said court in the City 
f Austin, Travis County, Texas, 
2nd day of May A.D., 1960. 
O. T. MARTIN, JR. 

Clerk of the District Court 
Travis County, Texas 


be recovered herein without 
er citation or notice to any, 
es he rein, and all said r- 
shall take notice of and plead 
answer to all claims and 
igs row on file and which 
ay nereafter be filed in said 
ause by all other parties herein, 

i all | of those taxing units above 
1ed who may intervene herein 
set up their respective tax 
aims against said property. 

You are hereby commanded to 
ppear and defend such suit on 
the first Monday after the ex- 
ion of Forty two (42) days 
and after the date of issu- 
hereof, the same being the 
day of June A.D., 1960 (which 
return day of such citation), 
the Honorable District 
53rd Judicial District of 
County, Texas, to be held 
courthouse thereof, then 
and there to show cause why 
idgment shall not be rendered 

such taxes, penalties, inter- 

sts and costs, and condemning 
property and ordering fore- 
] re of the constitutional and 
statutory tax liens thereon for 
xes due the Plaintiff and the 
taxing units parties hereto, and 
hose who may intervene herein, 
together with all interest, penal- 
ties and costs allowed by law up 
and including the day of judg- 
ment herein, and all costs of this 





this 













































Issued and given under my hand 
and sea! of said court in the Citv 
Austin, Travis County, Texas, 

28 day of April A.D., 1960. 

A. E. JON 
Cierk of the District Court 
Travis County. Texas 


Nobody Wants 
Our Money 


We're a young couple with capi- 
tal and a strong desire to relocate 
in the Southwest. We like to fly 
(own our own plane) and to be 
outdoors. We want to buy or in- 
vest in an interesting business 
with potential for a couple with 
college degrees and lots of en- 
thusiasm. Can os tg ie gly "tg Hox 
out of the East? 

1-A, The eaenten 
Austin, Texas. 












And Then There’s Bowles... 


THE 
BREAKTHROUGH, by Chester 
Bowles, Harper & Brothers, 
New York, 1959, 209 pp., $3.75. 

AUSTIN 


In Chester Bowles the 
Democrats in Los Angeles 
will have a platform chair- 
man with a political scholar’s 
grasp of the truths of the 
times and an idealist’s thrust 
to reform in the shapes of a 
refreshed, fearless, and crea- 
tive liberalism. 

Bowles does not have Adlai 
Stevenson's eloquence, but he ex- 
cels Stevenson in sober, exact, 
and comprehensive formulations 
of the needs and programs of the 
nation. 


On the issues _ themselves, 
Bowles and Stevenson are indis- 
tinguishable in foreign policy, 
committed to brotherhood, eco- 
nomic aid, good faith negotiation 
for disarmament, more and more 
international economic integra- 
tion. One wonders, however, if 
Bowles might not be a more ag- 
gressively liberal president in do- 
mestic economic matters. (A 
Bowles darkhorse movement has 
been proceeding for months. In 
January he was endorsed by New 
Republic.) 

Congressman Bowles, 
Governor of Connecticut and am- 
bassador to India and Nepal, be- 
lieves that Americans have been 
quietly arriving at a new national 
concensus on domestic and for- 
eign policies and that 1960 will be 
a time either when new national 
leadership will appear worthy of 
this concensus, or a wrong course 
of action will be taken which 
can lead to “a general calamity.” 

Bowles stresses, as does Steven- 
son, the disparities in living 
Standards between the United 
States and the rest of the world, 
the new presence of nuclear wea- 
pons that could destroy most of 
civilization, and the economic na- 
ture of the present U.S.-Soviet 
competition. 

Within our own nation, Bowles 
Says,. we have not achieved the 
strength we need to lead the 
world. Emerging from our third 


COMING POLITICAL, 


formerly ' 





Chester Bowles 


recession in ten years, we find our 
public services of all kinds in 
serious disrepair, while our total 
national economy since 1953 has 
been growing at the slowest rate 
in generations. In civil rights we 
so far fall short of standards ac- 
ceptable to the colored races of 
the world, we yield to Russia by 
forfeit an important element in 
competitive prestige. In foreign 
policy even some Democrats — 
whom Bowles rebukes—still can- 
not resist McCarthyist thrusts at 
national leaders who consult with 
the Russians. 


With an economics repudiating 
the “theory of scarcity,” Bowles 
argues for full employment, huge 
public works, lower interest rates, 
Wright Patman’s graduated cor- 
poration income tax, anti-tryst re- 
straints on land-grabbing farm 
companies, renewal of housing, 
transport, and parks in the cities, 
dramatic expansion of our na- 
tional parks, and, as one step in 
the improvement of “the quality 
of life,” federal support for com- 
munity cultural facilities—“sym- 
phonies, operas, libraries, muse- 
ums, historic buildings, recrea- 
tion, and sports.” Here is a dedi- 
cated believer in government ac- 
tion. “The federal government,” 
he writes, “is our government. 
As long as we fulfill our roles as 
intelligent citizens there is no 
need to be afraid of it.” 





HILE STRENGTHENING our 

national life at home, Bowles 
says, we must also seek to ad- 
vance among nations the respect 
for the individual which is the 
essence of the American idea, 
seeking a genuine peace, govern- 
ments which protect the rights 
of the individual, economic pros- 
perity on a global scale, full use 
of the UN, and “the growth of 
law in the world community.” 
These points, Bowles says, come 
close to being “a policy for all 
humanity.” 

Bowles believes. that because 
of the basic condition revealed by 
the “failures of the overwhelming 
Democratic majority to assure the 
passage of more liberal legisla- 
tion” in 1959, the Democratic 
Party “may lose its integrity as a 
liberal party.” He believes the 
Democrats are “wide-open” to at- 
tack from a liberal Republican 
nominee like Rockefeller. 

Texas conservative Democrats 
can expect Bowles to adopt a 
friendly, but not a yielding policy 
toward Southern Democrats. Re- 
jecting the idea Southerners 
should be kicked out of the party, 
he argues that too much liberal- 
ism has come from the South his- 
torically for contempt toward the 
region. . John Sparkman and 
Albert Rains on public housing; 
Lister Hill on medical care; 
“Wright Patman of Texas and 
Albert Gore of Tennessee (who) 
continue to speak out for an eased 
credit system as Andrew Jackson, 
the Populists, and William Jen- 
nings Bryan did before them.” 

But Bowles’s record on civil 
rights is as militant as any. Dur- 
ing his term as governor of Con- 
necticut in 1949-51, his state be- 
came the first to desegregate its 
National Guard, to authorize a 
State Commission on Civil Rights, 
to prevent discrimination in all 
publicly owned housing, and to 
give a Fair Employment Practices 
Commission the power to prose- 
cute offenders. 


OWLES is a formidable con- 
tender for the Democratic nom- 
ination. He is certainly a wise and 
informed member of the party’s 





This Bilious Purpose 

Sir: I am glad we elect ourju- 
diciary in Texas. 

This gives neurotic lawyers a 
periodic opportunity to display 
sore heads incurred in litigation’'s 
vicissitudes. 


Fortunately for the ‘public, only 
one such lawyer has free space in 
an otherwise responsible newspa- 
per for this bilious purpose ... 

Francis Harris, 834 E. 37th, Aus- 
tin. 


‘Very Unfair’ 

Sir: I have read with care Mr. 
Franklin Jones's series of articles 
pertaining to the work and views 
of Robert W. Calvert as a member 
of The Supreme Court of Texas. 
I have neither the ability nor the 
inclination to attempt to joust 
with Franklin in turning of neat 
phrases and picturesque figures 
of speech, nor the time to delve 
into ancient cases to support my 
convictions, but I am firm in my 
belief that Mr. Jones has very 
unfairly presented the work of 
Judge Calvert. Further, I have not 
had any recent successes in that 
court so that this letter could be 
explained on the basis of self in- 
terest. However, I worked as a 
briefing attorney for the Supreme 
Court during a portion of the time 
that Judge Calvert has been on the 
court. From that experience and 
from a general knowledge of the 
cases and articles written by him, 
in my opinion he is highly quali- 
fied for the important position of 
Chief Justice. 





liberal intelligensia. Should the 
candidate for whom he is work- 
ing, John Kennedy, falter, the 
Democrats afraid Stevenson would 
lose might easily turn to Bowles 
in the belief that he, its pro- 
claimer, can crystallize “the new 
national concensus.” R.D. 





The San Antonio Example 


AUSTIN 
The Progressive for May, 1960, 
comments on lunch counter inte- 
gration in San Antonio and then 
on Southern leadership under the 
title, “The Heart of Texas.” Said 
the magazine: 


The city of San Antonio, deep 
in the heart of Texas, is without 
question a Southern city, but 
there are characteristics of this 
community of a half million peo- 
ple which set it somewhat apart 
from the. “typical” 
deep South. One important factor 


city of the 


is its substantial Mexican-Ameri- 
can population, with its strong 
Latin cultural influences. Because 
this group is overwhelmingly 
Catholic, a religious balance pre- 
vails in San Antonio which is 
rare in the Protestant South. Still 
another factor is its relatively 
small Negro population—only six 
per cent, less than in many a large 
Northern city. Yet until recent 
years San Antonio was for gen- 
erations a completely typical 
Southern city in its segregation 
patterns. 

Today, San Antonio is almost 
completely integrated in its pub- 
lic facilities, schools, parks, buses, 
swimming pools, golf courses—and 
now its lunch counters. The 
achievement of this goal, without 
strife or bitterness and with little 
fanfare, highlights another char- 
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acteristic of San Antonio—perhaps 
the most important—which, un- 
happily for the nation, makes it 
unrepresentative of the South. 
This vital factor is the quality, 
the courage, and the foresight of 
its leadership—religious, political, 
business, and civic—which has 
faced, in interracial harmony and 
cooperation, the great challenge 
of integration with firm, positive 
measures, carrying the community 
along without a single major ad- 
verse incident. 

The latest resolute step forward 
came when the student sit-downs 
began in the South. Protestant, 
Jewish, and Catholic leaders of 
both races quietly conferred with 
department and variety store man- 
agement. Before any demonstra- 
tion occurred, thirty lunch count- 
ers were desegregated. The com- 
munity accepted still one more 
change in its Southern social cus- 
toms with ease and grace, and, 
on the whole, with indifference. 
Negro spokesmen said they expect 
all restaurants to desegregate 





shortly, ana that hotels and mo- 
tels would be next to open their 
doors. San Antonio is on the way 
to becoming a completely “open 
city.” (But see this week's re- 
ports on Joske’s.—Ed.) 


San Antonio’s tradition of solv- 
ing its racial problems before they 
explode in violence or hate goes 
back atleast to the period before 
the 1954 school desegregation de- 
cision. When the Supreme Court 
handed down its historic opinion, 
Catholic Archbishop Robert E. 
Lucey had already desegregated 
San Antonio’s parochial schools, 
peacefully and in orderly fashion, 
in defiance of then-existing law. 
The success of his example made 
it easy for the public schools to 
follow suit. From that time for- 
ward, San Antonio’s public doors 
have opened one after another, 
sometimes before Negroes them- 
selves actually raised a hand to 
knock. 


San Antonio, with all its excep- 


tional characteristics, brings into? 
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sharp relief the tragic lack of 
leadership in much of the rest of 
the South. It is this Jack of lead- 
ership on the part of responsible 
government officials, more than 
any other factor, that has placed 
a back-breaking, heart-breaking 
burden on the Negro, forcing him 
to fight a bitter, costly, and some- 
times bloody battle for the free- 
dom and equality guaranteed him 
in the Constitution. 

But there is hope that San An-| 
tonio’s example on the fringe of | 
the South may bear fruit else- 
where. Many religious and civic 
leaders of Houston and Dallas .. .| 
have been impressed by their | 
neighbor's success and are striv-| 
ing on an interracial basis to emu- | 
late San Antonio’s peaceful ef- 
forts. | 





Mr. Jones has condemned 
Judge Calvert for certain cases in 
which he wrote the majority 
opinion. In“like spirit it is only 
fair play to give him credit for 
the following cases in whith he 
also wrote the majority opinion. 
In my judgment four of the most 
important cases of the last decade 
in the field of personal and prop- 
erty injury are all authored by 
Judge Calvert. This is a field 
within my area of interest as a 
Professor of Law at the Univer- 
sity of Texas. Each of these cases 
expanded the area of jury par- 
ticipation. The cases are: 

1. Landers v. East Texas Salt 
Water Disposal Co., 248 SW2 731 
(1952) — an opinion casting the 
burden of proof of the extent of 
contribution to plaintiff's injury 
on each of the several wrongdoers 
instead of requiring the plaintiff 
to prove the contribution by each 
in order to recover anything; 

2. Ford v. Panhandle and Santa 
Fe Ry. Co. 252 SW2 561 (1952)—, 
an opinion which rescued the dis- 
covered peril doctrine from ob- 
livion (the doctrine being a hu- 
manitarian one allowing an in- 
jured plaintiff to recover in cer- 
tain circumstances although’ he 
was also negligent); 

3. Eaton v. R. B. George Invest- 
ment Co., 260 SW2 587 (1953)—an 
opinion requiring the landowner 
to use reasonable care to prevent 
injury to children trespassing on 
this property; and 

4. Biggers v. Continental Bus 
System, 303 SW2 359 (1957)—an 
opinion holding that it was for 
the jury to decide whether negli- 
gent or unlawful activities on the 
part of others must be foreseen 
and guarded against. 

Each of these cases would be a 
landmark opinion in the jurispru- 
dence of any state, and for one 
judge to have authored all four 
of them in less than a decade is 
truly remarkable. 

I could add other cases, but 
these are enough to demonstrate 
that Mr. Jones has not presented 
a fair picture of Calvert, the 
judge. I again emphasize that each 
of these opinions expands the area 
of injury participation, a fact 
in direct contradiction to the pic- 
ture painted by Mr. Jones. 

E. Wayne Thode, Attorney at 
Law, 5104 Fairview Dr., Austin. 


“BOW” WILLIAMS 
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Let’s Abolish the Poll Tax! 
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